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amendment this morning—I was not on the floor at that time,
and I may not be when the bill is perfected—I should like at
this point to suggest that there are several other places in the
bill that I think ought to be looked at.

For instance, on page 5, the amendment provides that money
shall be paid out of the Treusury of the United States—
to the treasurer or other officer of the State duly authorized by the
laws of the State to reeeive the same.

I think perhaps that language would not cover the District
of Alaska. They may not bave what is known as a State
treasurer there.

Similar language appears on page 14, in line 22, where it
provides that the States—
shall, through the legislative anihority thereof, accept the provisions
of this act relating to such fund, and shall appoint the State treasurer
custodian.

I think these expressions, perhaps, ought to be modified if
the amendment has been adopted.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I hardly think that is frue. T
think a general provision exfending the provisions of the bill
to Hawaii, Alaska, and Porto Rico would carry with it such a
construction as would make the necessary modification of the
particular langunage theretofore used with reference to the
States. But that is a matter which ean be investigated in detail
a little later on.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is the only purpose I had in saying
what I did. I do not know whether the district of Alaska has
any such officlal as would compare with the treasurer of a
State of the Union. My object is simply to draw attention to
that point.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Under the terms of the bill it
would be some one duly authorized by the Legislature of Alaska
to receive it

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The bill itself provides in one place that
the State shall designate the State treasurer or some other
officer to receive this money.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; the duly constituted authorities
of the State.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then, on the other page that T alluded
to it is provided that the State treasurer shall be the custodian.
All my interest in it is to have the terms of the bill in harmony,
g0 that it will be workable.

While I am on my feet I should like to make another sugges-
tion to the Senator from Vermont. On page 19, in section 25,
the amendment provides:

That the Seeretary of the Interior shall ntmuall{ 4 & & aacer-
tain whether such State or the District of Columbia is using moneys re-
celved by it out of the rural-school fund, the industrial-sehool fund, the
agricultural high-school fund, the college teachers’ training fund, or the
teachers’ training fund in accordance with the spirit and terms of
this act.

The terms of the act are perfectly visible, but the spirit of it
may not be. I move to strike out the words * gpirit and,” so
that the law may be administered according to its terms.

Mr. PAGE. I accept that amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDEXT pro tempore, The Senate will receive a
message from the House of Representatives,

Mr. SMITII of Georgia. Mr. President, I should like to give
notice that on Wednesday morning, at the close of the morning
business, T shall ask the Senate to resume the consideration of
House bill 22871,

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE SYLVESTER C. SMITII.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South.
its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence of
the death of Ion. Syrvester (. SyiTH, late a Representative
from the State of California, and transmitted resolutions of the
Iouse thereon. 1

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the Chair to Iay before the Senate
the resolutions just received from the House of Representatives.

The PRESIDEXNT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate resolutionus of the House of Representatives, which will
be read.

The Secrétary read the resolutions, as follows:

IN THE HOCSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Janwary 27, 1912,

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the
death of IMon. BYLVESTER CrLArk SMITH, a Iepresentative from the
State of California,

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate
and transmit a copy to the family of the deceased.

J Resalved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now ad-
onrn.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, T offer the resolutions I send
to the desk, for which I ask present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted
by the Senator from California will be read.
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The Secretary read the resolutions (8. Res, 443), as follows:

Resolred, That the Senate has heard with deeé: sensibility the an-
nouncement of the death of Hon. 8yLvesTEr C. SMiTi, late a Repre-
sentative from the State of California.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of
the deceased.

Resoleed, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
late Representative SynvesTer C. SaniTi the Senate do now adjourn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the resolutions.

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock
and 51 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, January 2§, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, January 27, 1913,

The ITouse met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: )

Father in heaven, draw near to us as we draw near to Thee
and fill our minds with clear perceptions, noble desires, pure
convictions, and the ccurage to live them, that we may be one
with Thee in the furtherance of every good, and thus be strength-
ened by imparting strength, wise by imparting wisdom, pure
by imparting purity as we journey through life’s rugged way,
and so glorify Thee in a faithful service to our fellow men.

Once more in the dispensation of Thy providence death has
entered our family and taken from us a faithful servant. Com-
fort us and his bereaved family by the blessed hope of the life
eternal ; in Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

DISTRICT DAY.

The SPEAKER. This is District day, and the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. Jonxsox] is recognized.

GERMAN ORPHAN ASYLUM ASSOCIATION.

Mr. JOHNSORN of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the biil
S. TH08.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

An aect (8. 7308) to amend an act entitled “An act to reincorporite
and preserve all the corporate franchizes and property rights of the
de facto corporation known as the German Orphan Asylum Associa-
tion of the District of Columbia.”

Be it enacted, efe., That the act entitled “An act to reincorporate and
preserve all the corporate franchises and pro]wrtf' rights of the de facto
corporation known ns the German Orphan Asylum Assoclation of the
District of Columbia,” approved on the 6th day of February, 1901, be.
and the same is hereby, amended by adding to and making a part of
section 1 of ithe said act the following :

“And the said German Orphan Asylum Association of the Distriet
of Columbia may hereafter fix, limit, and determine the number of
directors to constitute its board of directors by any constitution or con-
stitutions which may hereafter be adopted by the said association, and
the number of its said directors may be decreased or increased as pro-
vided by any constitution or constitutions, or any amendment or amend-
ments thereto, which the said association may lawfully adopt.”

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of no
gquornm, and move a call of the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count.

AMr, EDWARDS (during the counting).
draw the point temporarily.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Epwarps]
withdraws the point temporarily.

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Jouxsox] a question. If this bill should pass, giv-
ing to this corporation the authority to increase or decrease this
board of directors as it pleased in the future, would that be
practically in conformity with the general law in reference to
corporations?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I may say, Mr. Speaker, that I
have no more information on that subject, and perhaps not so
much, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] himself.

Mr. MANN. I do not remember, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I do not remember either; but
the committee was simply endeavoring to do what those in
charge of the German Orphan Asylum desired, and we did not
believe that there was any question as to their motives,

Ar. KAHN. T think they have a charter from the Congress.

Mr. MANN. As I understand from the report and the state-
ments, they wish fo increase the number of their board of direec-
tors. But suppose hereafter they should wish to decrease it to
one; would that same power exist in reference to an ordinary
corporation?

Mr. JOIHNSON of Kentucky. T am sure I do not know. T did
not go into it with such detail as that, having absolute confi-
dence in the management.

Mr. Speaker, T with-
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change. -

Mr. JOIINSON of Kentucky. I do not think it would change
for the bad in this matter.

" Mr. KAHN. I do not think that they would decrease it to one.

Mr. MANN. I think under this law they could increase it to
a hundred or decrease it to one.

Mr. KAHN. The purpose is to give them additional power to
that which they have.

Mr. MANN. This gives them the power to increase or de-
crease hereafter as they choose.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Some of the managers of the
asylum said the law was absolutely necessary in order to enable
them to carry on their business.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The bill was read a third time and passed.

FIFTH REGIMENT MARYLAND NATIONAL GUARD.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I now call up
Senate joint resolution 153.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Jo}ntdrcmlntlon (8. J. Res. 153) granting to the Fifth Regiment M“.{i
an

National Guard the use of the corridors of the courthouse

the District of Columbia upon such terms and conditions as may be
prescribed by the marshal of the Distriet of Columbia.

Resolved, ete,, That the marshal of the District of Columbia be, and
he is hereby, authorized to permit the Fifth Regiment Maryland
National Guard to occupy and use the corridors of the courthouse of
the District of Columbia, from 6 o'clock in the evening of March 3 to
7 o'clock in the evening of March 4, 1918, upon such terms and con-
ditions as the marshal of the Disirict of Columbia shall impose upon
the colonel of the Fifth Regiment Maryland National Guard.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate joint resolution.

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third

time, was read the third time, and passed.
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT BY ELECTROCUTION,

Mr. JOIINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up

Senate bill T162. -
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.
The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. T162) to amend section 801 of the Code of Law for the
District of Columbia.

Pe it enacted, ele., That section 801 of an act entitled “An act to
establish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” approved March
3, 1901, as amended by the acts aplproved Janulu? 31 and June 30,
1602, and subsequent acts to and including March 4, 1911, be, and the
same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“ 8pc, 801. The punishment of murder in the first degree shall be
death by eleetrocution. The punishment of death must, in every case
be infilcted by causing to pass thro the body of the conviet a curren
of electricity of sufficient intensity to cause death, and the application
of such current must be continued until such conviet s dead. The

unishment of murder in the second degree shall be imprisonment for
flfe or for not less than 20 years. In all cases where the accused is
found guilty of the crime of murder in the first degree the jury may
gualify their verdict by addugmﬂ}mtn ‘without capital dpunlahmmt,'
and whenever a jury shall n a verdict as aforesaid the person
convicted shall be sentenced to imprisonment for life.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. Jomxsox] sure as to what effect the passage of this bill
would have upon the persons now under sentence of death in the
District?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman
from Illinois that I do not regard that as a question of im-
portance. It is my opinion, however, that those who are now
under sentence of death in the District of Columbia must be
executed under the laws which were in existence at the time of
the conviction and passage of sentence, We had practically
the same subject in Kentucky two or three years ago, and my
recollection is that that was determined to be the law there
when we changed the method of capital punishment from hang-
ing to electrocution.

Mr. MANN. My recollection is—and I am not certain how
far it is correct—that there is a general law providing that
where a law is repealed and changed it shall not affect a
prosecution then being carried on. How far it would affect a
case where sentence had been imposed I do not know. Here,
for example, is a sentence, sentencing a man to be hanged until
he is dead. Now, if you take away the power to hang that man,
lie probably goes free. There is now no way of punishing him.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman
from Illinois that I understand the bill was prepared by the
United States district attorney for the District of Columbia,
and I will further say that I myself in committee voted against
the bill. This bill comes in with a report from the majority of
the commitiee. I am in favor of inflicting the most ignominious
kind of death possible upon a man guilty of deliberate murder.
I believe that hanging is a more ignominious death than the

The management in the course of time might

other form, and for that reason I was against this bill. But I
am here supporting it in accordance with the majority vote of
the committee.

Mr. MANN. I presume that the district attorney in drafting
the bill gave consideration to its effect upon sentences now in
existgnee. although there is nothing in the letter of the com-
missioners upon that subject, as there should be.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

UNLAWFUL DEPOSITS IN THE POTOMAC RIVER.

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up
Senate bill 1072. r R r :
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report if.
The Clerk read as follows:
An act (8. 1072) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for the
District of Columbia.

Be it enacted, etc., That section 895 of the Code of Law for the Dis-
trict of Columbfa, making harbor regulations, is hereby amended by add-
ing thereto the following :

SEc. 895 a. That it shall be unlawful for any owner or occupant of
any wharf or dock, any master or captain of any vessel, or any person
or persons to cast, throw, drop, or deposit any stone, gravel, sand,
ballast, dirt, oyster shells, or ashes the water In any part of the
Potomae River or its tributaries in the District of Columbia, or on the
shores of said river below high-water mark, unless for the purpose of
making a wharf, after permission has been obtained from the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia for that purpose, which wharf
:1;%%1 abt?o sufficiently inclosed and secured so as to prevent injury to

n.

“ That it shall be unlawful for any owner or ocenpant of any wharf
or dock, any captain or master of any vessel, or any other person or
Ferﬂons to east, throw, deposit, or drop in an:i)dock or in the waters of
he Potomae River or its tributaries in the Distriet of Columbia any
dead fish, fish offal, dead animals of any kind, condemned oysters in the
shell, watermelons, cantaloupes, vegetables, fruits, av hay,
straw, ice, enow, filth, or trash of any kind whatsoever.

“That nothinf in this act contained 1 be construed to interfere
with the work of improvement in or along the said river and harbor un-
der the supervision of the United States Government.

“ That anr Eerson or_persons violating any of the provisions of this
section shall be deemed gullty of a sdemeanor, and on: convietion
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100, or by imprisonment not
exceeding six months, or both, in the diseretion of tiyle court.”

Myr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, on page 2, line 11,
I move to strike out the words “ ice, snow ” and to insgert in lien
thereof the word “or,” and also to strike out the words “or
trash.” That means sweepings.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, mﬁlz line 11, by striking out the words “ ice, snow " and
inserting in 1 thereof the word * or,” and also striking out the words
“or trash.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the idea of this bill is to prevent
the depositing of stone, gravel, sand, and so forth, in the Po-
tomac River within the District of Columbia, unless for the
purpose of making a wharf after permission has been obtained
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

Supposing somebody wants to build a wharf down at Alex-
andria, does he have to obtain the consent of the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I think the genileman will find
the jurisdiction accurately described in line 11, on page 1.

Mr. MANN. No. It reads:

In the water in any part of the Potomac River or its tributaries in the
Dist;iet of Columbia, or on the shores of said river below high-water
mark.

The words “or on the shores of said river below high-water
mark " do not seem to be limited to the District of Columbia.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman from Illinois
has often criticized bills that come from the Municipal Building,
and he is pretty nearly always right.

Myr. MANN. I am not criticizing it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I think I agree with the gentle-
man that this might have been more accurately drawn, but I
think nobody will hesitate to give it the meaning that it applies
to the District of Columbia alone.

Mr. LOBECK. Why did you strike out the word “trash” ?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If they sweep the deck of a
boat on the river, must they carry the sweepings ashore? We
thought that was too small a matter to deal with, and so we
concluded to strike it out.

Mr. LOBECK. All right.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.
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TNAUTHORIZED USE OF VEIIICLES.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up
the bill (8. 6919) to amend subchapter 2 of chapter 19 of the
Code of Law for the District of Columbia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Code of Law for the District of Columbia
be amended by adding to subchapter 2 of chapter 10 the following

section :

X “Spe. 826b. Unauthorized use of vehicles.—Any person who, with-
out the consent of the owner, shall take, use, operate, or remove, or
cause to be taken, used, operated, or removed from a garage, stable, or
other building, or from any place or locality on a public or private
highway, park, parkway, street, lot, field, inclosure, or ce, an
automobile or motor vehicle, and operate or drive, or cause the same
to be gg(-mted or driven for his own OJJruﬂt, use, or purpos2, shall be
punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprlsonmant not exceeding
five years, or both such fine and imprisonment.”

* The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly

read the third time and passed.
OBSCENE OR VULGAR PICTURES.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill
(S. 2600) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia to prevent the exhibition of obscene, lewd, indecent,
or vulgar pictures in public places of amusement in the District
of Columbia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enaeted, ctc., That the Commissionersof the Districtof Colum-
bia, in addition to the police powers now vested in them, be, and they
are hereby, empowered and directed to prevent the exhibition of obscene,
lewd, indecent, or vulgar pictures in any theater, moving-picture show,
or other publie place of amusement in the District of Col , and to
make all needful and necessary regulations for such e‘fmrpose.

S8ec. 2. That no picture or pieture Intended for exhibition in
any such theater, show, or other public place of amusement shall be
exhibited without previous submission to the said- commissioners for
investigation and approval, and be approved, found, and determined by
sald commissioners, after opportunity to be heard, not to be obscene,
lewd, indecent, or vulgar. very violation of this act or of any regu-
lation made under the authority hereof shall be punished by a fine
not exceeding $40, on prosecution information the police court
of the District of Columbia, filed In the name of said District of
Columbia by the corporation counsel or any of his assistants.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time and passed.

CATHERINE MARONEY.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call
up from the Private Calendar the bill (H. R. 23939) to legalize
titles in the District of Columbia to certain citizens.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Private Calendar. The
House will have to go into Committee of the Whole.

Afr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to con-
sider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MANN. May we have the bill read first to see what
it is?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That Catherine Maroney, a citizen of the United
States and a resident of the city of Leadville, in the Biate of Colorado,
be, and she hereby is, authorized to acquire, hold, and ose of any
and nll real estate lying in the District of Columbia, as h at law of
Mnr,y Shugroe, a citizen of the United States and late of the District
of Columbia, notwithstanding the alienage of the common ancestor of
sald Mary Shugrue and ward D. Brown, son of Catherine
Mm'oneyrgy her first husband, through whom the said Catherine Ma-
roney traces her right to acquire the said real estate, and that all
forfeitures incurred f reason of any act of Congress or law in force
in the District of Columbia in rest?ect of said real estnte are hereb
remitted ; and further, that the United States hereby gultclalm an
release In favor of said Catherine Maroney, her rs and assigns,
and all title which they, the sald United States, have in or to any real
estate in the city of Washington and District of Columbia of which
the said Mary Shugrue Jdied seized and possessed,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this bill
in the House as in Committee of the Whole?

There was no objection.

Ar. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move to sirike out the last
word. I should like to have some explanation of the necessify
for this legislation.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. Joaxsox] will permit me, I will say in
answer to the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Borraxp] that
Mrs. Maroney, whom the bill is designed to benefit, owns, or
thinks she owns, a small piece of land with a building upon it
here in Washington. She has soughbt to dispose of it a number
of times, asking the guaranty companies to pass upon the
title, but by reason of certain confiscatory acts providing that
title held by aliens should not pass, they would not certify this
title to be perfect and it was deemed necessary to introduce
this bill to relieve her of ‘the embarrassment in the sale of
this property. The Supreme Court of the United States passed
upon a similar case, but left it in some doubt, and the Com-
missioners of the Distriet, in writing upon this subject, dis-
close the fact that there is yet some doubt as to whether the

acts of Congress heretofore enacted upon the subject of these
titles, accompanied and fortified as they are by the decision of
the Supreme Court of the United States, are effective. The bill
can do no possible harm, and in this particular ease it will
efiable the owner to sell it.

Mr. BUCHANAN. What does the property consist of?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It is a small piece of real estafe
in the District of Columbia. I have not the description so that
I can answer the gentleman’s question. It is a piece of property
that she fell heir to.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is a form of legislation
that would not be permitted in any State in the Union that I
know of. It would be forbidden by the constitution of almost
every State in the Union. It is not permissible to validate pri-
vate title by legislative act in this way. If the Congress of the
United States has passed an act forbidding title by descent
through aliens it does not seem to me that it is proper by private
act to change that in individual cases. If that act is unjust, it
ought to be repealed. If there is any other way to arrive at
justice in this case, Congress ought not to be required to sit
here and pass private acts. We have no information before us
as to the extent of the interest of the United States in this
property. The bill says that whatever interest the United
States has shall be quitclaimed by this act and released in
favor of said Catherine Maroney. I take it from that that the
United States must have some interest necessary to be guif-
claimed.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That does not follow at all. The
commissioners have found that this act on the face of it is
to confirm the title fo this claimant. It is not taking anything
from the United States. It is to enable the owner to pass the
property that has been in the possession and in the control and
in the use of this party and beneficiaries and their ancestors
for two generations. It is no use to make a bugbear of a matter
of this sort. The gentleman knows very well that the United
States has no title to this property, that if it had it would have
been discovered. Many acts have been passed, and it is con-
ceived by the legal adviser of- the Distriet of Columbia that
there is no doubt about the title being in this woman at the
present time, but he does not, nor does the Supreme Court of
the United States, pass on this identical question.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the gentle-
man's objection, the report contains a letter from the Comunis-
sioners of the District in which they say:

The commissioners, however, are advised by their legal officer that
there is a very great doubt of the necessity for the legislation in view
of the Btatutes of 11 and 12 of Willlam IIT, chapter 6, as consirued
léy the Supreme Court of the United States in MeCreery's Lessee o.

omerville (9 Wheat., 354) ; the act of Congress of March 2, 1807 (20
Btat. L., 619), made applicable to this District by an act of February
23 1905 (33 Btat. L., 738) ; of the act of Congress of March 3, 1857
(24 Stat., 576) ; of fhe Maryland act of 1701 (Albert's Compilation,
p. 48) ; and sections 396 and 960 of the Code of Law for the District
of Columbia, all of which relate to the holding of an inheritance of
land by or through allens.

Now, if the woman has any valid claim under the statutes of
the United States and under the decision of the Supreme Courts
of the United States, she would not need this legislation. If
this legislation is to convey to her a title which she is not able
to establish at law, it seems to me Congress ought not to pass
the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I might say that
if T am correctly informed there is no necesgity for the passage
of this bill except to meet the requirements of one corporation
in the District of Columbia that seems to stand higher in the
District than all the laws and all the courts themselves—the
company that guarantees titles. In my judgment, the title to
this property is clear in these people, but no matter how good
a title may be in the District of Columbia, unless this guarantee
title company accepts the title in so far as getting a loan the
title is absolutely worthless. This bill is intended to meet the
exactions of that title company and mnot the requirements of
the law. [Applause.]

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think the statement of the
chairman is absolutely correct. There were two title guaranty
companies in this District, and some years ago they amalga-
mated, or came under a common management, and wow there
is but one title guaranty company in the District. That com-
pany issues all the certificates of title; no abstracts are exam-
ined by lawyers in the District of Columbia, but they are re-
quired to get a certificate from this company, the only one in
existence.

The only way in which that can be corrected with justice
to the citizens of the District of Columbia, and with justice to
the committee in Congress, is to put the registration of land
titles in the District of Columbia under law and let that
guaranty certificate be issued by the District of Columbia itself,
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and not by a private corporation that is fattening upon the
condition of land titles in the District of Columbia. [Applause.]
The SPEAKEIL. The Clerk will read the bill for amendment.
The Clerk read the bill.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
LaiTiLerPAGE, for two days, on account of important business,

RIVEE AND HARBOR APPROFPRIATION BILL,

Mr. SPARKMAN., Mr. Speaker, T move that the House
resolve ifself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
H. It. 28180, the river and harbor appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Commiitee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill, with Mr.
Moox of Tennessee in the chair. Y|

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, before the
Clerk proceeds, I desire to offer the following amendment at
the point where we left the bill on Saturday.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add as a new paragraph, pnie 47, after line 2:

“ Philadelphia, Pa.. to connect-the Delaware River with the back chan-
nel at the navy yard, with a vlew of securing a width and depth suffi-
cient to accommodate the largest naval vessel afloat.” I

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of
this amendment is to direct attention to the very great neces-
sity of a connection between the Delaware River and the back
channel at the Philadelphia Navy Yard. The Government of
the United States has a basin back of the navy yard, which is
sufficient to accommodate the entire battleship fleet. An agita-
tion ig on for a dry dock, which is to extend from the Delaware
River to the back channel, a distance of 1,700 feet. There is
some question whether that can be accomplished through the
Committee on Naval Affairs, which I understand has not favor-
ably reported upon the project. Whatever is done here neces-
sarily involves dredging, and as the business of the Government
ig involved, and this connection between the Delaware River
and the back channel is necessary in order that the vessels of
the Navy may swiftly and easily move, it seems proper to in-
troduce at this time this provision for a survey that will give
us an estimate of the cost of construction of a connecting link
between the Delaware River and the back channel.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, did I un-
derstand the gentleman to say that the Committee on Naval
Affairs had not reported this or had refused to report this?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I understand the Committee
on Naval Affairs, which has not yet presented its report for
printing, is not favorable to the project.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is elearly a naval affair.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not necessarily. That chan-
nel should be cut through for the beuefit of commerce as well
as for the Navy. The Navy essentially is to protect commerce.

Mr. HUMPHRIEIYS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; I understand

that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And this would be incident to
the proper movement of commerce, both in time of peace and in
time of war.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentle-
man another question for information. This dry dock that the
gentleman speaks of, if completed, will go from the Delaware
River back?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Unquestionably.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. And if that were con-
structed, then there would be no necessity for any other chan-
nel.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. First, we must have the chan-
nel. I want to say to the gentleman that there is very little
opposition to this project on the part of Members of Congress
who have already been upon the ground. A short time ago the
¢ity of Philadelphia made an appropriation for the purpose of
having an inspection made of this particular project, and some
57 Congressmen, Members of this IHouse and of the other body,
went from Washington to Philadelphia to look it over. and as

a result there were some speeches and a good many promises
in regard to what ought to be and what would be done.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman if
he did not state in the hearings before the Naval Affairs Com-
mittee that that dry deck was absolutely impracticable; that
to place that dry dock there as was proposed would put it in
a hole, and you could not get out on either side.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; the gentleman is en-
tirely in error, and I will repeat to the gentleman the state-
ment I did make to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Mr. TRIBBLE. Let us have that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is this: That the bill intro-
duced to obtain a 40-foot depth for this dry dock would be
building a hole in the ground that would be absolutely unneces-
sary, and would practically kill the meritorious part of the
project. In other words, with a depth of river channel of only
30 feet, a little less than that on the inside, it would be the
height of folly to dig a hole 40 feet deep when there was no
necessity for it, and I said to the committee that it was my
belief that some one inserted the 35-foot proposition in the
Chesapeake & Delaware Canal project with a view of killing
that project, and when we get back to it I want to say some-
thing about that. If the gentleman will agree with me, if he is
one of those who went to Philadelphia

Mr. TRIBBLE. I was there.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That there was the most re-
markable unanimity of sentiment upon this proposition, and
everybody, especially some of the leaders of this House, were
entirely favorable to granting us this little bit of consideration
at the Philadelphia Navy Yard.

Mr. TRIBBLE. XNow, the gentleman ig asking for a channel
to carry the largest boats of the Navy-

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Is not it true the Delaware River will not
convey these boats up to this point? Does the gentleman want
dredging at Philadelphia

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That positively is not true;
this river is dredged to-day to 30 feet and capable of accommo-
dating the largest naval ships built, and——

Mr. TRIBBLE. You have not a sufficient depth to carry all
these vessels without dredging——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is to cut through from the
gelaware and dig a channel to reach the storage basin, where

ese—

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman approve of the dry dock
which he condemns here on the floor of the House?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have not condemned the dry
dock; I have approved of it; but I am asking the gentlemen
upon that side to make good their promises and give this matter
consideration. <

Mr. TRIBBLE. Did not the gentleman oppose it in the Naval
Committee, and did not the gentleman state to the Naval Com-
mittee

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, I did not; most assuredly T
did not. Now, I would like to ask the gentlemen who promised
this dry dock to give it to us now; here is the opportunity.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mryr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word; I would like to ask the gentleman another question.
Did not the gentleman use as an argument in the Naval Com-
mittee against that dry dock at Philadelphia that it is not a
river of more than 25 feet of water? /

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I did not use that argument.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Is not that the argument the gentleman
made in the hearings before the Naval Committee?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That argunment is not in the
hearings before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and if the gen-
tleman wants to get a further answer to his question I think
I can explain to him that some one asked me at what draft
a vessel could get in that dry dock and I said 27 feet; but I say
to the gentleman now we have got a 30-foot depth of the Dela-
ware to Philadelphia, while the city of Baltimore has 35 feet
and the city of New York has 40, and while the eity of Boston
is moving on from 35 to 40 feet, T amm asking you gentlemen
now, who are in control of Congress, with influentinl Repre-
sentatives from Pennsylvania upon the Committee on Naval
Affairs and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, that you
loosen your confrol and let the city of Philadelphia move on
with the other cities along the Atlantic seaboard.

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will be glad to do so; this is
my opportunity.
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Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania. Is it the gentleman's purpese in
offering this amendment to kill the dry-dock proposition?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at all. I am wholly in
favor of the dry dock, and if the gentleman will vote for it,
as he did not vote for the survey for the Frankford Creek, as
he did not vote for the survey of the Schuylkill River, as he
did not vote for dredging out the shoals behind the breakwater,
I will be very much obliged to him.

Mr. LER of Pennsylvanin. Is the gentleman for that dry
dock or for a channel?

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am for a dry dock, but I
want the channel first, because it is necessary to dig it out be-
fore you get the dry dock,

Mr. GALLAGHER. I want to ask the gentleman a gquestion.
The gentleman speaks of the delegation——

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There were 57 Congressmen
reported by the newspapers to have been there, and I did not
report the fact.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Do you know whether any member of
{he Rivers and Harbors Committee made any promises on that
oeeasion?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I remember of one or two of
the most distingnished gentlemen of this House being there and
speaking——

Mr. GALLAGHER. T asked if there was any member of the
Rivers and Harbors Committee there. §

Afr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think they are very cautions.
They have been so right along. That is my trouble.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRe].

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. Division, Mr. Chairman. I
would like to see how many votes we can get for this meritorious
project of the dry dock at Philadelphia.

The committee proceeded to divide, and the Chair announced
that the ayes were 4.

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary
inquiry. I-would like to ask if the amendment is for the
channel or dry dock.

The CHAIRMAN.
ment.

The amendment was again read.

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania. I wish to call the Chair’s attention
to the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRg]
made a statement that the amendment was for a dry dock.

The CHAIRMAN. The parliamentary inquiry has been an-
swered by the reading of the Clerk. Those opposed to the
amendment will rise and stand until counted.

The vote was announced as ayes 4 and noes 33,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, T make the
point that there is no quorum present,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and seven gentlemen are present—a guorum—and
the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Big Annemessex River, Md., with a view to providing a suitable chan-
nel from Clear Creek Point to Muddy Creek Point. #

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word., I ask unanimous consent that the Resident Commis-
sioner from the Philippine Islands [Mr. QrezoN] may have per-
mission to address the House for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gar-
rerT] asks nnanimous consent that the Resident Commissioner
of the Philippine Islands may have permission to address the
House for five minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, fo-day’s morning papers pub-
lish a dispatch from Manila to the effect that on the 23d of
January there was an engagement befween the Moros on the
one hand and the scouts and constabulary on the other, and in
connection with this report it is stated that Aguninaldo and
other Filipinos are engaged in political activities and preparing
for a revolt. During the last two menths, and immediately fol-
lowing the victory of the Democratic Party, reports of this
character have been published almost daily throughout the
United States, apparently with the purpose of defeating the
Democratic proposition to give the Filipinos their independence,
by impressing the American people with the fact that independ-
ence will be followed by a revolution in the islands.

TIIE THRUTH ADROUT THE MORO TROUBLE.

It is my desire to comment but little upon the engagement
between the Moros and the scouts and the constabulary, No-
body need be alarmed about it. Those who are familiar with
what i8 going on in Jolo and Mindanso will find nothing new

The Clerk will again report the amend-

in this case. I know of no time when there was not an ocea-
sional outbreak among the Moros, except when they were under
the wise and gentle hand of Gen. Wood, as governor of Mindanao.
For the last two years there has been a regnlar warfare between
the Moros and the American troops, due to an ill-considered
policy of the official in charge of the Moros; but it was then
to the interest of somebody to conceal this fact from the Ameri-
can people and no reports were therefore given out fo the press
about it. The explanation of this well-planned secrecy will,
perhaps, be found in the following speeches delivered at Zam-
boanga two years ago before ex-Secretary of War Dickinson
by two scarcely eduecated Moros:

First. “ We have only a little to say, and that is that we are
happy to be under the sovereignty of the Americans. There
has been some talking about that the Filipinos want to tear
themselves off from Americans, and that they want fo tear us
away too, thus tear us away with them. If the Americans
should give the Moro country over to the Filipinos they would
be responsible to God for the blood that would be shed, because
it would be the same thing as if you put two fighting cocks
into one bag, for there wonld be fighting sure.”

Second. “* * #* The Secretary of War must look the matter
in the face. We are a different race; we have a different re-
ligion; we are Mohammedans, and if we should be given over
to the Filipinogs how mnch more would they treat us badly,
when they have treated even the Spanish badly who were their
own mothers and their own fathers in generation? How did
they treat them? Think abont it. Think twice. We far prefer
to be in the hands of the Americans who are father and mother
to us now than to be turned over to another people.”

Of course, after wide circulation was given throughout the
United States of these protestations of friendship and love, and
they were printed even in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, the war-
fare that followed soon afterwards between the Moros and their
American “ fathers and mothers” could not be given out to the
press, lest the report should convey to the American people an
accurate idea of the terrific manner in which a Moro shows his
friendship and love. [Laughter.]

But two years have gone by. The result desired at the time
has been accomplished, to wit:.To show the American people
that the United States was a blessing to ihe Moros. It is now
thought that any report of disturbance in the Philippine Islands
will foster the policy of retaining the islanders under American
control, especially if, in connection with if, it counld be said that a
general revolt is being contemplated by the Filipinos, and an insig-
nificant clash between a group of Moros and a small detachment
of scouts and constabulary is promptly given to the press. This
game clash, if it had happened a year ago, would not have been
published, or, if it had to be published at all, would have been re-
ported as an engagement between “ police officers” and “ outlaws”;
row it is said to be between “American troops ™ and “ rebels.”

The whole truth about the Moro situation is this: They have
never been content under their present rulers; they will be
better satisfied under a Philippine government; and, at the
worst, they can be governed by the Filipinos in the same way
that they are governed to-day.

FALSE DISPATCHES ABOUT AGUINALDO.

Buf, as I said before, I do not wish to discuss at present these
Moro troubles. They are not as serious to-day as they were a
yenr ago, when nothing was said about them. What I do wish
to call to the attention of the House are the malicions and
absolutely false dispatches printed in the newspapers of this
country about Aguinaldo and other Filipinos being engaged in
revolutionary preparations.

The following is what the morning papers say on this subject,
after giving an account of the Moro outbreak:

Emillo Aguinaldo, the leader of the revolt against the United States
after the Spanish-American War, and who has reentered politics, is re-
ported to.be taking an active part in revolutionary propaganda. There
are many rumors that the Katipunan, a Filipino secret society, is renew-
ing its activities aglnst the Americans. Aguinaldo has been insistent in
the conferences of the native chleftains that his sole purpose in renewing
his activities has been to organize them to accomplish their independence.

AGUINALDO'S POSSIDLE MOTIVE.

It is possible that Aguinaldo’s real motive for his activity comes from
a fear that the Jones bill, providing for Filipino independence, may
not be passed, and that he is scheming to forestall control of the
expeeted discontent of the natives.

The foregoing dispatch reads very much like the one pub-
lished in the New York Sun of January 24 from its Manila
correspondent, which is as follows:

(8peclal cable dispatch to the Sun.)
MaxinA, January 23.

Aguinaldo, the infamous leader of the revolt against Americans in
the I-‘hilimees, has reentered politics while all the time protesting
agalnst be: {nterrupted in his farm work. He has frequent confer-

n,
ences with ﬁ'lllpiao revolutionary committees of chleftains ostensibly
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for the purpose of organizing the militia preparatory to the accom-
llshmen? oy inde :cnde’r;lnm of ghe islands. IF is belleved, however, that
he real motive for the activity of Aguinaldo {s an outgrowth of the
fear that the Jones bill providing for Philippine independence may mnot
be passed, and he is prompted by the desire to forestall control of the
antmpated discontentp among Fll’i’plnos because of the monfulfillment of
the promise of politicians.

Mr. Chairman, the statements contained in these dispatches
are both false and slanderous. There are no Filipino revolu-
tionary committees, and if there were, Aguinaldo would be the
last man to connect himself with them. It is true that Agul-
naldo attended the monster meeting held at Manila to celebrate
Democratic victory in the United States, but so did thousands
of other prominent Filipinos and some Americans. Of this
meeting Justice Moreland, of the supreme court, said to me:

If the American people could have witnessed this great demonstra-
tion they would give you your independence to-morrow. It was a most
impressive nith to witness such a great gathering so orderly that not
eyen one DD] ceman wWas necessary to preserve order.

Justices Carson and Trent both indorsed this view.

Gen, Aguinaldo was not one of the selected speakers, but he
responded very briefly to the call made upon him for a speech.
He spoke scarcely a minufe, and what he said was this:

I am pleased to join you in celebrating the victory of the Democratle
Party, which means to us that the day of our independence is approach-
ing: but I wish to impress upon you that yon must not depend too
much upon outside influences to secure that independence. You must show
the world by your actlons that you are capable of governing yourselves.

WHO BENT THESE DISPATCHES.

These were almost his exact words, and yet for saying them
he has been shamefully abused and misrepresented by an
American correspondent of a New York newspaper, who has
been guilty of conduct so outrageous that he has been driven
out of office. This man is now revenging himself upon my
people for exposing his conduct by sending such dispatches as
these to America.

AGUINALDO'S DENIAL.

I have to-day received the following eablegram from Sefior
Osmeiia, speaker of the Philippine Assembly, which I shall pub-
lish in the Recorp in this connection. M contains the indignant
denial of Gen. Aguinaldo, who, whatever his enemies may say
of him, has never been investigated for and found guilty of
grafting:

MANILA, Jaruary 27, 1913,
Quezox, Washingten, D, C.:

The following from Aguinaldo: * Please deny very strongly the truih
of the dispatches from Manila accusing me of political agitation pre-
paratory to a revolt. On the contrary, I am lrylni: to help preserve
union among all elements to insure public order, which is necessary to
the stability of a future Filipino government, because I am confident,
and the ple are also confident, that the Jones bill will be passed. 1
say this in spite of the possible machinations of the enemies of Philip-
pine independence, who are said to be trying to brew all sorts of dis-
turbances and to employ all means to prevent the passing of C;aaid é)lll."

SMENA,

THE FILIPIN0O PEOPLE WILL XOT EREVOLT AGAINST THE UNITED BTATES.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say right here to the American
people that the Filipinos are not preparing for revolt. They
have faith in the sense of justice of the American people, and
they expect to get from the generosity of the American people
their freedom and independence. They will never fight the
United States [applause], and much less will they fight the
United States after the Demoeratic Party has come into power
[applause], the party that is solemnly pledged to give the Philip-
pine Islands independence. In spite of the fact that it is ocea-
sionally said that your pelitical platforms mean nothing——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the Phil-
ippine Islands has expired.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman
have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bog-
LAND] asks wmnanimous consent that the gentleman from the
Philippine Islands have five minutes more, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

THE FILIPINO PEOPLE BELIEVE THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY WILL GRANT
THEM 1XDEPENDEXNCE.

Alr. QUEZON. In spite of the fact, I say, that we are being
told that your party platforms mean nothing, we have a differ-
ent couvception of the great political parties of the United
States. We believe that those parties stand by what they say
to their people and to our people. We can not believe that your
national platforms are meaningless. We believe that they are
the official and responsible statements to the American people
and to the world of what the party that is coming into power
is moing to do. [Applause.] Is it conceivable that under these
conditions, believing as we do most implicitly in the promises
and pledges of the Democratic Party, that my people will take
up arms against the United States? What possible reason
could there be for such an unnatural and sunicidal course? Can
any sensible American, whether he believes the Fliipinos capable
of self-government or not, credit these untruthful and inspired

reports? TUnfortunately we have learned from the saddest of
experiences what armed opposition to the power of the United
States means. It has cost us hundreds of thousands of liv
drenched our fair land with blood, and destroyed millions e&
dollars worth of property. We have, I say again, learned frows
a hard experience what it means to oppose with arms the forces
of America,

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per-
mit, how many lives have been lost in the Philippine Islands?

Mr. QUEZON. Well, according to a newspaper report attrib-
uted to Gen. Bell, the present commanding general of the Philip-
pines, in the island of Luzon alone (00,000 men, women, and
children were killed during the war or died as a result thereof.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question ? .

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. QUEZON. Yes. .

Mr, DIES. You understand, of course, that in killing your
people we did it for their good? [Laughter.]

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to speak of these
harrowing incidents except for the purpose of convineing the
House, if that be necessary, that it is impossible for us to again
think of such a thing as engaging in an armed conflict with
American troops, even if there were some reason for revolting
against the United States, because we know too well what the
result would be: such being the case, how any sane person
could conceive of us revolting when there is no reason to-day
for go doing—and I hope that there will never be any reason for
80 doing, because the administration shortly to come into power
in the United States is pledged to grant the Philippines inde-
pendence. I hope that if the Filipinos ever go to war they will
go to war in support of the United States and not against the
United States. [Applause.]

And it is very easy to accomplish this. It is very easy to
make every Filipino ready to die for the American flag, if you
will only heed their ery and give them what they are asking for
and longing for—their independence. [Applause.]

If this is done, and the time should ever come when you
should have a war in the Far East, gentlemen, you will find
every man, woman, and child in my country fighting for youn
and for your flag. [Applause.]

[Mr. Quezow, by unanimous consent, was given leave to re-
vise and extend his remarks in the Recorp.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Coan River. Va., with a view to decpening and widening the channel
at and near its main entrance.

Mr, CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Carra-
WAY] moves to strike out the paragraph.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday, in discussing
this bill, T referred to some examinations that I had been con-
nected with the making of, and based a statement on that that
I had no confidence in the engineers’ reports after the commit-
tee cited me to these volumes of the engineers’ reports for infor-
mation on that subject. In that statement I made reference to
some statements made before the Committee on Insular Affairs
with reference to Benguet Iload. This morning I got a letter
from Col. McIntyre correcting some statements that I had made
with reference to the Benguet Road. It was my impression that
the Army engineers made the estimate on that road, estimat-
ing that it would cost $75,000 when in fact it cost over $2,000,000.
They inform me that it was not an Army engineer who made
that estimate and report, but that it was an ordinary eivilian;
that the Army engineers went ahead and earried out the work.

There is one further thing to which I wish to call the atten-
tion of the committee. On Saturday I made the statement
that the road was 10 or 12 miles long. This letter from the
Army engineer tells me that it is 30 miles long. I want to cite
the hearings on that question. When Mr, QuezoN was testify-
ing before the Committee on Insular Affairs he made the state-
ment that it was 10 or 12 miles long. I read from the record
of the Committee hearing, February, 1912;

Mr. HELM. How long is the road?

Mr. Quezox. The Benguet Road is about 10 or 12 miles—the colonel
will be able to tell ¥ou.

The CmAIrMAN. How far ls it from Camp 1 fo Baguio?

Mr. QuezoN. I think that is about 10 or 12 miles.

Mr. HEnM. Is that where the $2,000,000 was spent?

Mr. QuEzox. Pretiy nearly.

Mr. IITTLEPAGE. Is there any tunneling on the road?

Mr. QuEzox. No, sir, -

Col. MeIntyre was at that time sitting at the table, and Gen

Edwards was in the room, and they made no contrary state-
ment. This letter states that the road was about 80 miles long.
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T based my statement that it was 10 or 12 miles long on the fact
that the statements which I have read were made before the
Insular Affairs Comnmittee in the presence not only of Col
Melutyre, but of Gen. Edwards.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALLAWAY. 1 ask unanimous consent to proceed for
five minutes.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I will not object now, but I give notice
ihat I shall object to any further extension, because this is
enutirely irrelevant to this bill. s

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, the relevancy of this will
appear before I conclude. I call attention to another report
of engineers on which this House acted, expending $540,000 in
Arizona on the Pima Indian Reservation, on the Gila River.
The expenditure was made on a Government engineer's report
in the Indian service.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. These appropriations
were not reported through the River and IMarbor Committee,
were they?

Mr. CALLAWAY. XNo; but I am talking about engineers
generally. There was an investigating committee went down
to examine this projeet last summer, The Indian Bureau knew
that; they made a report before the Indian Affairs Committee,
on which they asked the Indian Affairs Committee to appro-
priate $20,000 for the maintenance and operation of that project.
On December 2 they stated as follows before that committee:

The number of Indians on the reservation fs 4,246; the land now
irrigated on the reservation, 12,000 acres.

There is not an acre irrigated by these wells of which they
are speaking and asking for this $20,000 fo maintain and op-
erate.

Land to be supplied with pumped waler, 12,000 acres.

And the Indians under that project refused to accept that
witer. They fold (e Government before it ever started that
expenditure that they would not accept it; that it would kill
the land; and they never have accepted it, and this Govern-
ment has no power fo make them accept it. But notwithstand-
ing the facts, notwithstanding their knowledge that this com-
mittee made this investigation last summer, they had the un-
bridled effrontery to ask an additional appropriation of $20,000.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Who was that engineer?

Mr. CALLAWAY. This comes from the Indian Bureau and
the Reclamation Service. Mr. W. H. Code was the original
engineer.

Mr. HUMPIIREYS of Mississippl. A United States Army
engincer ?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Nop other kind of engineers. They all
look alike to me.

Now, I was cited by this committee—and that is what I want
to get down to—to the engineers’ report, to which they look
for information and guidance in appropriating $40,000,000 of
the public money. Their bill cites this little pamphlet, contain-
ing 262 pages, and I am going to read the back of it:

A letter from the Recretary of War, transmitting a letter from the
Chlef of Engineers’ reports of the survey of the Boston (Mass.)-Beau-
fort (N. C.) section of the proposed inland waterway, from Boston,
Mass., to the Rio Grande River.

On this end of the project from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort
Inlet, N. C., which iz about 100 miles, they say it will cost ulti-
mately $3,400,000, :

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have stated to the committee these
things to show them what the estimates of the engineers work-
ing for the Government are worth when it comes to final work.
The estimate on this canal from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet,
N. (., is $5.400,000. That is the initial step in this intercoastal
canal, running from Boston, Mass,, to the Rio Grande, the ulti-
miate cost of which God Almighty only knows.

In this bill, Mr. Chairman, there is this provision:

Provided, That no part of this amonnt shall be expended until the
canal and appurtenant properiy belonging to the Chesapeake & Albe-
marle Canal Co. shall have been acquired by the United Btates by pur-
chase in accordance with the agreement entered into between the Secre-
tary of War and said company under date of Febroary 17, 1912,

That is this pamphlet here, and they now appropriate
£300,000—this initial step in a waterway, the end of which no
man born of woman can see. This is the point I make to this
Houge and to the people of the United States, that a chain is
no stronger than its weakest link., This proposition is as rotten,
from the standard of statesmanship or profit, so far as the
American people is concerned, as anything that was ever devised
by the mind of man. This proposition is the substructure on
which the whole Dbill stands, and is the standard by which it
should be measured. In this bill we are asked to appropriate
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$800,000 as the initial step in this intercoastal waterway for
this particular segment, which is only 100 miles long, and,
according to the engineer's estimate, will cost to complete
$5,400,000. This is a 100-mile segment of an intercoastal canal
2,500 miles long.

The Clerk read as follows:

Inland waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, N. C., with a
view to determining whether there should be any change in that part of
the route from A!ﬁgﬁtor River southwardly to Neuse River from that
heretofore recommended in House Document No. 891, Sixty-second Con-

2, second session, and heretofore adopted, and whether it wonld be

esirable to extend the route from Alligator River to Pungo River,

thence to. Goose Creek, thence from the head of Goose Creek to Jones
Bay, and thence to Neuse River, or whether any modification of said
part of the route is desirable.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike outf the
paragraph. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been cited by the
chairman of this committee to 4,000 pages of stuff that he says
if T am patriotic enough and energetic enough to search through
Il)iﬁan find the reason why this committee has brought in this
I have not been able to search these 4,000 pages of stuff, but I
have looked at these engineers’ reports, Mr. Chairman, and I do
not find that these engineers give any estimate of what the
present waterways carry, or what the increased tonnage will be
if there is a change as proposed in this bill, nor what the differ-
ence in freight charges for such carriage will be if thie changes
are made as proposed in this bill.

There is not a man that has got any business sense, from Kala-
mazoo to kingdom come, whose estimate of a project is worth a
cent unless the estimate shows what it will be when constructed,
what it will cost in construction, what the maintenance charges
are to be, and what the income will be from the project when
completed. That is enough to beat any project. But there is
another guestion that ought to enter in here, and that is what
particular section will this benefit—whether the whole people of
the United States are to be benefited by it. There is no effort
to show on the part of these engineers what any of these
projects will be worth to the country at large and what the dif-
ference in tonnage carried will be, They do not even state the
mileage in many instances.

My. Chairman, I have never thought anything better of the
Republicans, I have never hoped for anything better of them,
and I do not think this country at large has expected anything
better of them; but we as Democrats came in here on au
economy platform and the reduction of expenditures. Here
is a bill that increases the expenditures for rivers and harbors
almost 50 per cent. The bill carries $40,000,000. The commit-
tee in its reports says that is $14,000,000 more than last year.
That does not look to me like Democratic economy. Then they
come in here on the reports of the same engineers that fur-
nished the data to the Republicang, on which they based their
expenditures from year to year. This Democratic House is led
by the same bunch of heads of departmenis and engineers under
their charge that the Republicans were led by, that led them
to the slaughter of 1910 and into the ignominious defeat of
1912; and if the Democratic Party follows this pork-barrel
system the Republicans followed, led by the engineers who
are interested in feathering their own nests and furthering their
own interesis, then the Democratic Party will come to the same
bad end that the Republican Party came fo.

Mr, DAVIDSON, Mryr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Is the gentleman opposed to the item in
the bill which he is discussing, namely, an inland waterway
from Boston to the Rio Grande?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to every
item in this bill except the items to keep in preservation the
projects we now have. Everybody in this country but Congress-
men in this House knows that the waterways have played out;
that transportation has quit going by the water route; that the
railways are carrying the freighis. This committee had the
charge flung in their faces on Saturday that every ton of freight
that the Mississippi carried last year cost this Government $30.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Is the gentleman in favor, then, of discon-
tinuing that portion of this inland waterway which extends
from Sabine to the Rio Grande?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes. I am opposed {o every segment of
this intercoastal waterway.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I have before me the hearings of the Naval Committee,
and I want to do the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mir.
Moore] absolute fairness and justice. The question under dis-
cussion before the Naval Committee at the time to which I
refer was the 28-foot channel, and it was not contradicted that
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the Delaware River did not have over 28 feet. Tere Is the
testimony of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] :
The CumarrMaN. I understood that you have a mean low water of 30

feet.
eeltlr. MooRrE. We have a rise in the tide there of 7 feet.

It will be noticed that there is a rise in the tide there. Con-
tinuing :

Our mean low waler now exists—

Bi;'t he did not say how much. He takes a very mild position
on that—

It is legislatively now 30 feet, and it is substantially—

Substantinlly. ITe does not assert that it is 30 feet—
substantially 30 feet all the way up for G0 miles.

Here is the particular issue that came before the Naval
Affairs Committee, and is up before the House here fo-day. I
read from the hearings the exact langnage of the gentleman:

There is lprobn.biy not more than 20 or 25 feet of depth, and in the
upper end It was shown that they did not have 30 feet, so that the
cutting of & canal to 35 feet seems an absurdity:

Mr. MOOREI of Pennsylvania. To what does that refer?

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am reading what the genileman from
Tennsylvania said.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does that refer to the Dela-
ware River or to the back channel?

Alr. TRIBBLE. Wait until I get through.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the gentleman
confine his remarks to the pending amendment.

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida makes the
point of order that the gentleman from Georgia is not confining
his remarks either to the amendment, to the amendment to the
amendment, or to the paragraph., The point of order is sustained.
The question is on the nmendment of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, to strike out the paragraph.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Triepie] be permitted to read
what he was stating to the House regarding the hearings in
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mooze] was in-
volved, subject matter that has been discussed by the genileman
from Pennsylvania upon this floor.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Alr. Chairman, reserving the
right to object, the gentleman should read into the Rrecorp ex-
actly what is in that statement and not take it by piecemeal,
because I stand on that statement.

Mr. HEFLIN. I hope the time will be granted to my col-
league,
AMr. TRIBBLE. I only want about three minutes.

The CIHHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mpr. Chairman, if the gentle-
man will publish the entire statement I will not object, but if he
is not going to publish the entire statement, I will.

Mr, TRIBBLE., I will read every word in it—one-fourth of
a page of the hearings.

The CIIAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection.

My, TRIBBLE (reading)—

* = * TWe wonld have a hole in the und, which would mean
that if you ever built a vessel in there drawing 35 feet it counld not
out and would simply have to pass between Chesapeake Bay and Dela-
ware Day and stay there *= * =,

That is exactly what I said here.
AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is absolutely correct.
Mr. TRIBBLE (reading)—

e # @ The difienlty with the bill of Mr., Lk, which contemplates
oponLnf up the entire enterprise at once, is that if you make the delgth
and wldth of this 1,700 feet to cor d with the depth and width
of the Panama Canal you will d'[ﬁ a hole in the ground between the
Dolaware River and the Schuylkill River out of which you can not
get at all. It would seem to be——

Alr. DoXoIoR Llnterposing}. Any vessel that got in should certainly
Le alble to get on

Alr. Moonrn, That is true: but I do not undersiand the necessity of
digging 10 feet below the river depths.

AMr. Doxonos. The forther deepening of the Delaware River is cer-
tainly in contemplation. A

Mr, Moorp. Yes, sir; we are trying to get 35 feet.

AMr. DoxoRoE. We do not know what th we may have to go in
the future; it will be limited only by the size of the ships?

Mr. MooRre. That is true.

Mr, Doxomnonr. Mr. Lre's bill proposes to construct the dry dock cor-
responding with the depth of locks of the al, which will
limit the width and depth of ships in the future; and so if we build it
pro?erl{(now we will not have to rebulld it in the future?

Mr. Moore. That argument wonld go if you counld get up the Dela-
ware River and out the Back Basin,

Alr, Doxomor. 1t would do no harm?

Ay, Moone. No, sir; it would do no harm: but there are 60 miles
of channel that do not now exceed 30 feet, and therefore you would
simply be digging n 40-foot hole 1,700 feet long to conmect two bodies
of water not more thamn 30 feet deep.

Mr. Doxonor, That wonld have to be taken up in the fulure if we
did not get it deep enough now,

L ] L L] - - - -
Mr., Boriur. What size vessels ean go up there?
Mr. McCreary. The mean depth is about 29 feet.

Mr. Moore. Any war vessel the Government has can go up there.
Mr. BuTLER. I mean can it go up there?
Mr. Moorn. Yes, slr.

tee'li‘lga CHAIRMANY, I understood that you have at mean low water 20

Mr. Moore. We have a rise in the tide there of 7 feet. Our mean
low water now exceeds 28 feet. {ﬁ 1%&e¥nlisllatively 30 feet and is sub-
e es

stantially 30 feet all th
Mr G.? e wWay u

REGG. What 15 the length of the dry dock yen have there?

Mr. MooRrE, About 750 feet—to be exact, T44.6F over all. The Ulah,
built across the river by the New York Shi bullﬂzlng Co., is one of the
very largest vessels the Government has thus far bullt. She iz one

of the new Dreadnoughts, and she has been in the dock.
- ® - - = L]

-

®* _® * The questio
have a dry dockqnts%h:’lsg'elgﬁac%ﬁt;gc‘}% r%ieﬂ?::? dlll.{ ?sn crl\‘ét g:
biggest dry dock in the United States, but it is an excellent dry dock.
It was capable of housing the dreadnought Utel and did it very well,
but there is some difference of opinion as to the possible capacity in
the matter of the entrance at the for the admission of such
vessels ns may be constructed in the near future,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
call the attention of the Chair fo the fact that the gentleman is
not reading the statement in full, as the gentleman agreed to do,
but he is reading page by page and skipping as he goes along.
If the gentleman will consent that I have just five minutes to
answer him after he is through, he can make as many extracts
as he pleases.

Mr. TRIBBLE. That is all, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is
there objection?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
I shall ask for five minutes to show the gentleman’s position
before the Committee on Naval Affairs. He is asking for an
800-foot dry dock. He has a 750-foot dry dock there now. He
seeks another S00 feet. Mr. Lee is pressing his bill for
1,700——

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. Mr. Chairman, for the
benefit of the gentleman from Georgia, I will state I am not
going to object to the reguest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania; consent has been granted on this side. Now the gentle-
man from Georgia asks for five minutes on this side. I shall
ohject then to any further discussion.

Mr, EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, I think it is come to a time now that we should close up
this bill. It has been pending for several days. I dislike to be
discourteous to anyone, but I am on this committee, and we are
tired of this matier, and therefore I demand the regular order,
and I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The regu-
lar order is the motion of the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Beaufort Harbor, N. C., with a view 3
basin and anchorage area in tw:t of tbéo{g;_o;lgll_ e:n?g;tt?m £ ving

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last paragraph. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DAvVIDSOX ]
asked me awhilé ago if I was not in favor of the digging of
an infercoastal canal along that southern coast of Texas.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
the gentleman is not discussing his amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is well taken.
gentleman can proceed in order.

AMr., MANN. How much time does the gentleman want on
this subject?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Ob, T just want a few minutes, 5 minutes
or 10 minutes.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has been——

Mr. CALLAWAY. I will yield. I desire to conform to the
rules of the House; I do not want fo ask any favors.

Mr. MANN. It is not a matter of favor, Let us arrange, if

we

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, unless I am mistaken, we
will reach the point after a little while, when we will return
to certain pages and lines passed over, and where the discussion
that the gentleman is going through with now will, perhaps, be
in order.

Mr., CALLAWAY, Mr. Chairman, here is the item from Nor-
folk, Va., to Beaufort, N. C. I was talking about an intercoastal
waterway that runs to Beaufort, N. (., from Norfolk, Va. This
ig the initial project and part of the same system designed to
run finally around to the Gulf of Mexico and the Rio Grande
River, providing this Nation lives long enough and the United
States Treasury holds out, I wags asked by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Davinsox] about that part of it running along -
the southern coast of Texas.

If I were a pork-barrel politician, here to get my hands into
the Treasury, I would favor that section along the coast of
Texas and submit to the whole project, Mr. Chairman, not

The
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because it would help the. people of the State of Texas, not be-
cause the people of Texas would generally get any due retnrn
on the money expended, but because the money would be spent
in Galveston, Houston, and Beaumont; because they would em-
ploy mien to work who would spend the money at the saloons,
grocery stores, aud dry-goods establishments, and ride on the
railways and the street cars, buy electric lights, and so forth.
If this money was taken out of the Federal Treasury and given
out in equal amounts to the individuals of Texas, Texas would
he more benefited than burdened, but the whole people of the
United States wonld not. That is the reason, if I was a pork-
harrel politician, I would favor the Gulf coast section. That
is the way the Republicans did. We opposed that system. We
calme in saying we were going to economize public expenditures,
but we invited the same heads of departments to make recom-
mendations and the same engineers to give reports, and went on
doling out appropriations in the same way the Republicans had
heen doling them out. You ask me how much of this I am
against. 1 sece here, on the second page of this voluminous
report of two pages, that the maintenance items total $2,222,650.
The Demoerats ought to appropriate that; evidently what we
have is worth maintaining, but we ought not to expeund one
cent more unless it is conclusively shown to be a good business
investment, such as an individual would make for himself.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman be-
lieve that on this subject we ought to follow the Democratic
platform’s declarations?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; T believe we ought to follow the
Demoecratie platform’s declarations honestly and wisely

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas
to strike out the paragraph.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Clearwater Harbor and Little Pass. Fla., with a view to securing a
channel with suitable depth and width from the Gulf of Mexico to a
point at or near the town of Clearwater.

AMr, SPARRAMAN, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend-
ment.

The CHATRMAN., The gentleman from Florida offers an

~amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 40, line 17, strike out the word * Little " and insert in llen
thereof ﬁic word * Big.”

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida desire to
address the committee?

Mr. SPARKMAN. I do not.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Florida. >

The amendinent was agreed fo.

Mr. CALLAWAY. If we have reached the clear wafter on
the Gulf of Mexico, line 19, page 49, 1 vote to sirike ouf the
paragraph.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
Now is the time.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, what I want to call the
committee’s attention to is what seems to be a part of this snme
canal propogition.

Mr, SPARKMAN. It has nothing to do with the intercoastal
waterway or any part of the intercoastal waterway.

Mr, CALLAWAY. I ean not understand how a harbor would
reach clear water if you would not have to go inland in order
to reach clear water, andl this intercoastal waterway is the only
proposition in this hill that would reach clear water, I believe.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I say it kindly, but it only demonstrates
the fact that the gentleman is totally unacquainted with the
subject he is trying to discuss. 1 hope he will pardon the
statement, heeause 1 say it in all kindness.

Mr. CALLAWAY. You have my pardon.

Mr. SPARKMAN, If the gentleman from Texas will take
the time to read, not the 4000 pages that he refers to there,
but that smaller docnment that he has before him there, the
title of which he called our attention to a while ago, he will
find that the intercoastal waterway does not touch Clearwater
Harbor at all; that starticg in somewhere about Boston and
zoing down the coast

My, CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if the gen-
tleman is speaking in my time or in his.

Mr. SPARKMAN, I was trying to inform the gentleman,
assuming that he wants information.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY, I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I read
this thing, which is the report of the Army Engineers on the
intercoastal waterway project, and that is the thing that made
me mad. [Laughter.] That is the thing that has made me

We have reached it

lose eonfidence in the judgment of the committee. That is the
thing that has made me question every item in this bill. That
is the thing that has put me “on the warpath,” and I propose
to stay on it as long as this committee brings into the House
such propositions as this and asks that the public money be
expended on such unheard-of propositions.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Florida?

Mr. CALLAWAY., Yes.

Mr, SPARKMAN. Has the gentleman read everything in that

report ?
Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; I have read everything in that re-
port. I put in Saturday night and all day Sunday, Sunday

night, and Monday morning reading it. -

Mr. SPARKMAN. Then, if the genileman has read every-
thing in that report, I can not account for his anger except on
the theory that the engineers have turned down so much of
the project, because they have actually reported adversely
everything in it except a very few links in the chain.

Mr. CALLAWAY. They have advised a project that rnus
along the coast from Boston to the Rio Grande River.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. I do.

AMr. MOORIS of Pennsylvania.
ment the gentleman refers to?

Mr. CALLAWAY., *“Tidal Waterway from Boston, Mass, fo
Beaufort, 8. C.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is it.

Mr. CALLAWAY. * Lefter from the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. transmitting a report of the Engincers on the proposed

What is the title of the docu-

JAnland waterway running from Boston, Mass., to the Itio Grande

River.”

Mr. MOORE of Peunsylvani,
gentleman yield further?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know something about this
intercoastal waterway, having gone from one end of it along
the Atlantic coast to the other, and I wish to say that I wish
the gentleman would differentiate the Atlantic from the Gulf
project; that he will disassociate the project from DBoston fo
Beaufort from the project that runs through the State of Flor-
ida, along the Gulf of Mexico, and into the State of Texas.
That is an entirely different project.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unaninious con-
gent that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. EDWARDS. I object, Mr. Chairman.
this bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am sorry for the gentleman
from Texas. I think he should have more time,

Mr. CALLAWAY. Never mind; I will jump on the next
paragraph. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr., Carnaway].

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Harbor at Tampa, Fla., with a view to securing inereased depth and
width in tbe channel from the Gulf of Mexico through Tampa and
Hillsboro Bays to the head of the estuary In the city of Tampa.

Mr. CALLAWAY. M. Chairman, I moye to strike out the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Carva-
wAY] moves to strike out the paragraph.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Now I will yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moogre].

AMr. MOORE of Peunsylvania. Mr. Chairman, T was abont
to say that it is fair for the gentieman from Texas [Mr. Carra-
wAY] to eriticize the intercoastal waterway if he does not ap-
prove the project, but he should differentiate the project as
reported on by the engineers, running from Massachusetts to
Beaufort, N. (., from this project which the committee has
reported. The intraconstal waterway. so ealled. mentioned in
this report has nothing whatever to do with the project that
runs across the State of Florida and into the Gulf of Mexico.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Texas fo say
that the reading of the report of the infercoastal waterway from
Boston to Beaufort somewhat excited his ire. Does the gentle-

That is sufficient. Will the

We must finish
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man think he will be able to read the report at all on the
project from Beaufert to the Rio Grande, which the gentleman
from Pennsylvania intimates is a great deal worse? [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for
one statement there? Bear in mind that the engineers have
reported only upon the section which is described in the report
which the gentleman has in his hand. There has been no report
vet on the project below Beaufort, nor in Florida, nor aleng
the Gulf of Mexico, so far as I am informed.

AMr. CALLAWAY. In answer to the gentleman's statement
I will say that I read this report, which reports on a segment
of that eanal which they recommend, based on the proposition
that ultimately the canal is to be dug from Boston, Mass, to
the Rio Grande. That is what I am talking abount. That is
the only way this report can be considered. You can not
cousider this matter in segments. It is not made by the engi-
neers for consideration in segments. This segment is reported
on by the engineers with the view ultimately of building it from
Boston, Mass, to the Rio Grande, and no sensible man can
consider it any other way than as a whole canal.

Now, I am wise enough to know that they are going to pick
the best segments first, and when they get a segment here and
a segment there and a segment yonder that are the least ex-
pensive and the most plausible for a beginning they will insist
that these segments must be joined in order to make the project
complete and valuable. I am wise enough to know another
thing, that the people of this country are wise enough to know—
that is the way you will do it. If you were wise, you would
stop this thing here at its initial point—mnot begin it. The peo-
ple of this country will hold you responsible, and they ought
to do it. The people understand this pork-barrel business, and
it is a matter of ridicule all over the country, except at places
where the money is spent.

The money goes to the saloons, groceries, and dry goods
houses from the contractors and people who do the work.
They are interested in it. They do not care what becomes of
the Government or how they burden the people. The guestion
with them is to feather their own nests and further their own
interesis. And these engineers are the same way. Why, I have
a cousin by marriage who is an engineer working in this river
and harbor business, and I saw his wife last winter. They are
good peeple. I love them. The man is smart and educated.
Something came up about rivers and harbors, and his wife said
she hoped I would vote for the biggest appropriation that is
offered for rivers and harbors, because * that will help our job.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired.

\}Ir. CALLAWAY. I would like two minutes more. If you
will extend my time two minufes, I will give you a rest and go
to lunch.

Mpr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
have five minutes more.

There was no objection.

AMr. CALLAWAY, The remark made by that man's wife was
natural and human. This House ought to know these engineers
are interested not only in furthering their own interests and
holding their own jobs and raising their salaries, but they are
interested in getting particular friends of theirs into places all
aloug the line. That is human and natural, and the commercial
spirit has been cultivated until every man holding a job under
the Government looks at the improving of it as a business; he
thinks about it as a business, not from the standpoint of the
welfare of the whole people or the country.

Then we base our bills on engineers' reporis. This report
snys they did not do all that the engineers asked them to do;
that the engineers reported on 170 different projects, and the
committee have only taken G0 out of the 170, and that they
only recommended T0 for them fto loek into for another year,
and that was all. Where, in heaven’'s name, is the matter go-
ing to stop?

A statement was made on the floor of the House Saturday,
which I presume is true—I have nof heard a member of the
Rivers and Harbors Committee deny it—that every ton of
freight flonted on the Mississippi River last year cost the Gov-
ernment $30. I will say further that I have nmot heard any
member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee give one single
reason that looked either statesmanlike, sound financially, or
sensible for the passage of this bill. I have heard no Member
deny what the gentleman said—that every ton of freight that
went on the Mississippi River cost the people of this country
$30. Is that true? That is the greatest inland waterway of
the country ; that is the biggest river in the whole business. He
said not only that, but that the Mississippi River did not carry
one-half the tonnage now that it carried 20 years ago. That
shows that your work on the Mississippi River “to improve

commerce and navigation” has not added to the tonnnge. Ir
shows that river and canal commerce is doomed. The railways
have superseded them.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,
and the gquestion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas..

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. FIxLEY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Scuate,
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Scnate
?11;1;1 t})gssed without amendment jolnt resolution of the follow- -

e:

II. J. Res. 380. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of
permits to the Committee on Inanguration of the President-
elect on March 4, 1913, etc.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the comimittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of thq two Honses on the amendments of the House of
Representatives to the bill (8. 6380) to incorporate the Ameri-
can Hospital of Paris.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 26680) making appro-
priations for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1914, and for
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives:
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed
Mr. WazgeeN, Mr. Werarore, and Mr, Foster as the conferees on
the part of the Senate. '

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolution, in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested :

Senate conenrrent resolution 53.

Resolved Ly the Senate (the House of Representatives concwrring),
That there shall be priated and bound in ¢loth, with accompanying maps,
4,000 copies of the Reimrt Upon Panama Canal Trafic and Tolls, pre-
pared for the President by Emory R. Johnson, special commissioner on
traflic and tolls; that the coples here ordered shall be printed from
Flatcs recently prepared for the Isthmian Canal Commission and now
n the possession of the Government Printing Office, and that of the
copies printed 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 for the use of the Com-
mittee on Interoceanic Canals of the Senate.

RIVER AND IARBOR APPROPRIATION DILL.

The committee resumed its session.
The Clerk read as follows:
Ochlockonee and Crooked Ltiver, Fla,

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ofer the following com-
mittee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 50, between lines 1 and 2, insert the followlng: * Crooked
Channel, Fla."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mobile Harbor and bar, Alabama, with a view to seenring such addi-
}_?m;:’edcpm and width of channel as the interests of commerce may

quire.

My, CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee a question
for information. Who controls the piers or wharfage in Mobile
Harbor? Are they controlled by the railrond companies or by
the city of Mobile?

Mr. SPARKMAN. I am not fully advised on that subject,
but I will say to the gentleman that I am under the impression
that the railroad companies do not control them. They may own
their ewn dock facilities; very likely they do. I am not advised
a8 to that.

Mr, CULLOP. I would like to ask another guestion in that
conunection, and that is, While the Engineers are ascertaining
the desirability of these improvements and the probable cost,
would it not be well to ascertain also who owns the piers and
wharfage of Mobile?

Mr. SPARKMAN. I will say to the gentleman that I think
that a very pertinent inquiry. In the river and harbor bill of
last year there was carried a provision authorizing an examina-
tion and such inguiries as will bring that information, We
have not the reports in yet, but when they come in I dare say
we will have full information on all those subjects.

Mr. CULLOP. XNow, Mr. Chairman, while we are considering
this matter and making large appropriations for improvement
of harbors, T think it would be well to know whether we are
appropriating and expending this money to build up the railroad
properties of the country or whether we are expending it for
the purpose of improving waterways belonging to all the people.

Mr. EDWARDS, Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr, CULLOP. Yes.

Mr. EDWARDS. 'That proposition was ecarried in the bill of
Iast year. The engineers, under the directions in that bill, are
getting up the very data that the gentleman is now referring to.

AMr., CULLOP. I understand, Mr. Chairman, in the testimony
taken in the hearings before a number of committees, very large
volumes of it, that nearly the entire wharfage or piers in every
great harbor in this country is monopolized as terminal facilities
by the great railways of the country.

I want to ask the gentleman and Members of this House
whether it is right to go into the pockets of the people and ap-
propriate their money to build up the private property of
these great corporations? It is undoubtedly a fact that in many
of the harbors of this country the piers and landing places are
so controlled by the great railways of the country that a ship
not controlled by these companies ean not land at a single pier.
Does the gentleman from Florida believe that he in his official
eapacity is doing justice to the American taxpayer when he is
going into their pockets and taking miilions simply to improve
the property of these great corporations who hold a monopoly
in their terminal facilities along these great highways of com-
merce which belong to the people?

The docks at these great points of commerce should be pre-
gerved for the benefit of the public and not turned over to the
control of private enterprise and then employed for the purpose
or restricting commerce. This evil which I am calling attention
to exists in many places as a public detriment and very in-
jurious to the commerce of the country, and a speedy remedy
should be furnished for it.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gen-
tleman that his remarks are timely and pertinent. At the
same time the evil of which he complains has not gone, per-
haps, to the extent he thinks it has. At all events we are
taking steps to remedy it.

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. SPARKMAN. As soon as I have finished. There is no
doubt but that in some, yes, in many places in the country
railroads have had control if not of the entire dock facilities,
at least a large part of them. In some places they owned them,
in others they controlled without owning them. But a few
years ago the River and Harbor Committee began to make in-
quiries into the subject and we have set on foot investigations
that will give us the information upon which we can legislate
wisely on the subject and correct the evil,

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an
interruption at that point?

Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes.

Mr. CULLOP. The testimony before the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce in a number of instances has
shown that at some of our greatest shipping points certain
railroad terminals have obtained possession of the entire front-
age of the waterway and simply control the landing and the
handling of all the commerce at such places. I am informed
that testimony of that character has recently been given—bnt
is not yet published—before the Committee on Fisheries and
Merchant Marine regarding this same harbor.

Mr. SPAREMAN. To which harbor does the gentleman refer?

Mr. CULLOP. To the one at Mobilee I am informed that
testimony is not yet published, but that it bhas been given by
witnesses who claim to have possession of the facts, and that
they say that the terminal facilities of railroads practically
conirol the plers and the wharfage in that eity. I will say this,
that if they do not do it in Mobile, then that city stands alone
almost in that regard in this counfry. They have been wise
. and have built wisely in that respect, by obtaining possession
and control of those facilities simply for the purpose dominat-
ing the commerce at such points. It has been very clearly
demonstrated that in certain of our larger cities in the East
these facilities are absolutely-controlled by the railroad ter-
minals,

Mr, SPARKEMAN. My, Chairman, I want to say to the gentle-
man that he is largely correct, at least so far as quite a number
of the harbors are concerned.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida
has expired.

Mr., CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think this a very im-
portant question.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admits the im-
portance of the question, and that we ought not to take the
public money to improve the property of these corporations.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I fully agree with the gentleman in that,

Mr. CULLOP. There is no justification for it, he admits,
Now, I will ask him if in certain harbors along the Atlantie
coast where this is true any appropriations have been pro-
vided for in this bill to be expended for the improvement of
them solely to advance the value of the private property of
these corporations? If so, does not the gentleman believe that
he ought to return to those items and have them eliminated
from the bill?

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to answer that
question, and I will answer it by saying that I know of no
harbor for which we are making an appropriation in this bill
the terminal facilities of which are entirely owned or controlled
by railroads. I know of no harbor where they own any very
considerable part of the terminal facilities, except at places
where efforts are now being made, suecessful efforts, too, to
correct the evil. Municipalities in many places are acguiring a
sufficiency of dock facilities to control the situation. Let us
take the city of Jaecksonville, Fla., for instance. There rail-
roads and private parties did gain control of nearly all the
frontage on the river; but that city, seeing the need of munic-
ipally owned docks, has authorized the issue of bonds and will
at great expense—nearly a million of dollars—provide sufficient
dock facilities to take care of her rapidly growing commerce.
Other cities are doing likewise. This is true at Philadelphia,
as I understand; it is also true in New York, where they pro-
pose to spend many millions of dollars for similar purposes;
and, as I said a moment ago, I know of no place for which we
are making the appropriations in this bill where the wharfage
property and other terminal facilities are entirely controlled by
railroads. I think all harbors and rivers improved by the Gov-
ernment should be open to all on equal terms; and if we go
ahead as we are going now the time is not far distant, I take
it, when we will have reached a point where no appropriation
will be made by Congress for the improvement of a river or for
the development of a harbor unless ample dock and terminal
facilities are provided for such harbor or river free and open
to general commerce. [Applause.]

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, pa&e 50, at the end of line 6, by adding the following : “ Pro-
vided, That the report thereon shall disclose the ownership and control
of the wharves, docks, and plers in snid harbor.”

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I feel, in view of the dis-
closures which have been made in reference to the ownership of
these conveniences in this harbor, that it would be proper and
just to the American people that the report on this project
should disclose the ownership of the wharves, docks, and piers
of this harbor. It has been said here, with some degree of
earnesiness and also with some degree of authority, that the rail-
roads have a complete control of the approaches to these docks,
wharves, and piers. If that be true, Mr. Chairman, I feel that
it would be unwise for the Government to make great outlays in
the way of expenditures of money for the purpoese of improving
private property for the benefit of private corporations. I trust,
Mr, Chairman, in view of the statements which have been made
by members of the committee upon this question, that this
amendment will carry. I see no reason why if should not carry;
I see no reason why this investigation should not digclose to the
Ameriean people in its report who are the owners of these ap-
proaches for the purpose of commerce, and give to us the ad-
vantages of the information concerning the ownership of rail-
roads of such private ownership. I do not know what the com-
mittee may think of it, but I see no reason why they should
not agree to such an amendment. In fact, I say, Mr. Chair-
man——

Mr. EDWARDS. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly.

Mr. EDWARDS. Does not the genileman know that the very
provision which he seeks to put in by amendment is now the Iaw?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I know, to the contrary, that
if there is a syllable of information in any report made by any
investigation of any of these harbors disclosing the ownership
and control of these approaches I have no knowledge of it; and
I say to the gentleman who propounded that question that he
can not make good his statement, making it clear that there is
a report or any investigation made disclosing these facts.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to
interrupt him?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. The gentleman is now offering an
amendment in regard to Mobile Harbor?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.
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Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I say to the gentleman that the
last report on Mobile Harbor, which I think is No. 967, in
whieh this harbor was reported, gives the mileage and the
owunership of every particle of wharfage there is in that situa-
tion. [Applause.] Now, I want to say further to the gentle-
man that if he will read he will find in the last river and harbor
bill, and it now becomes the general law, that the engineers are
required to make report as to the ownership of wharfage in a
city when further improvements are sought to be made. I
simply want to give the gentleman that information along the
line of his present discussion.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt whatever the
distingunished gentleman from Alabama is anxious to get at the
information which I seek by this amendment, but I repeat that
I have never seen a report from any of these investigating en-
gineers disclosing the information which this amendment seeks.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

AMr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, so far as the har-
bor of Mobile is concerned full information was given to this
Congress three years ago when the last project was adopted
extending the depth of Mobile Harbor to 27 feet, in House
Document 657, Sixty-first Congress, second session. Informa-
tion was given as to the wharves in that locality, Since that
time, within the last two or three years—

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I think I will answer the gen-
tleman's question as I proceed, but I will be glad to answer
it now.

Mr. FOWLER. Does that report disclose that the railroads
have any interest in wharves, piers, and docks, in the harbor
of Mobile? =

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. That report discloses that the
Mobile & Ohio, Southern, Louisville & Nashville, and Mobile,
Jackson & Kansas City Railroads have considerable terminal
fucilities in Mobile.

Mr, FOWLER. Does it disclose it has an interest in all the
docks and piers of that harbor?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. On the contrary, it discloses it
has the interests not only of docking and wharfage, which has
not yet been made into important

Mr. FOWLER. Is it not a fact that this railroad has almost
{he exclusive right in that harbor to the approach of the piers,
docks, and wharves?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, I do not think it is almost an
exclusive right. It has at the present time, I think, the largest
single wharf frontage. If the gentleman will allow me to give
him the information on the subject, I will be glad to do so.

Mr. FOWLER. Is there not complaint now of the crowding
out of others in that harbor, and that they can not get there
to discharge the duties which devolve upon them now, because
of the fact of this railroad's ownership of piers and docks in
that harbor?

Mr, TAYLORR of Alabama.
as you desire to put it?

Mr. FOWLER. For the present.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. My answer to that is that the
Turner-Harbwell Dock Co, owns a splendid dock, with the latest
modern improvements upon it, and which is a very large and
comprehensive one. That dock is on the wharf front in Mobile,
but it happens to be along the line of the Louisville & Nashville
Railroad and not along the line of the Mobile & Ohio Railroad.
The latter railroad and the Loulsville & Nashville Railroad do
not discharge their freight at the same places in the city of
Mobile, nor do they discharge their freight from the same ter-
minal,

Mr. FOWLER. Does not this—

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Let me answer if.

Mr, FOWLER. I thought you had answered it fully.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I have not, The Turner-Hart-
well Dock Co. claim the Mobile & Ohio Railroad ought to absorb
certain switching charges on freight that is shipped to them
and directed to them on the way to Europe and elsewhere. The
Aobile & Ohio Railroad Co. contend they ought not to be called
upon to absorb the switching charges. That question has been
before the Interstate Commerce Commission for two years or
more—the question between the Turner-Hartwell Dock Co. and
the Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co.

Mr. FOWLIER. Does not this Mobile & Ohlo Railread Co,
control that great frontage there of easy approach to that
harbor?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. A part of it.

Mr. FOWLER. And the greatest part to the deep channel?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I do not think it does control the
greatest part.

Mr. FOWLER. I have been so informed, and that is the
object of my amendment,

Is that question stated as fully

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. TAayror] has expired.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move an extension of his
time for five minutes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed and clear this situation up, if I can, withwout
interruption.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none, The gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Tavror] will proceed for five minutes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. The Turner-Hartwell Dock Co.
is represented largely by Horace Turner, of Mobile, who is one
of the most pregressive men in the United States; certainly one
of the most progressive men in Alabama and throughout the
South. He wants—instead of what we have in Mobile now,
300-feet bottom width in our channel—a bottom width of 1,200
or 1,500 feet in our river channel. He will be greatly surprised
to hear that the controversy between the Mobile & Ohlo Rail-
road and the Turner-Hartwell Dock Co. could have impressed
the mind of any man, far less a Member of Congress, with the
view that he has interposed, or desires to interpose, or that
there ought to be any interruption in the development and deep-
ening of the channel at Mobile by the United States. Now, this
call for another survey is pressed more vigorously by the Tur-
ner-Hartwell Dock Co., perhaps, and those who take their view
of the sitnation, than probably any other business interests in
Mobile. They are settling their controversy as well as they are
able to do before the Interstate Commerce Commission. In ad-
dition to that the public of Mobile are now being very much
agitated and are exceedingly interested, as am I and as is every
citizen in the State of Alabama, in the development of a Delt-
line railroad similar to that in New Orleans. We do not know
whether we can obtain it or not, but we are agitating the ques-
tion now, and that is for the purpose of improving the dock
facilities at the city of Mobile so as to keep pace with the
growth of commerce and the development of our channel and
harbor at Mobile.

I can not recollect the number of yards or the number of feet
or the exact capacity of the different docks in Mobile, but T am
quite safe in saying that I do not think the Mobile & Ohio
Railroad owns a controlling interest in our wharf and front-
age. The trouble between them, and the dispute between
them, is not a question as to the amount of dockage or wharf
frontage.

Mr. CRUMPACKER.
yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Yes; I would be very glad to.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Section 3, containing the legislative
provisions in this bill, seems to cover this whole question?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It requires every report to contain in-
formation respecting both public and private terminals and
transport facilities, and to report especially respecting the
public docks and wharves; and if there be none, on their in-
adequacy. The report must contain the opinion of the local
engineer respecting the number and the location. It seems to
me this whole gquestion is covered by section 3 on page 53 of
the bill—is covered as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Fow-
1.ER] would require.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Yes; I stated that, and the gen-
tleman from Illinois stated that it was not so. He disputed the
fact.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think it is so.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Yes.

AMr. FOWLER. Does that law that the gentleman refers {o,
and to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]
has just referred, require that there shall be in the report on
every one of these surveys of harbors a statement of the owner-
ship of the wharves and the piers and the docks and the con-
trol thereof?

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama.
lish langunage can make it.

Mr. FOWLER. I have never seen it.

Ar. TAYLOR of Alabama. Look at it, on page 53 of this bill,
the particular bill that the gentleman has before him, or, if
the gentleman desires, I will read it to him. The gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. CrunmpAcker] has repeated an abstract of
it to him.

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; but he has not repeated what this
amendment calls for, and I do not think the gentleman from
Alabama can.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama,
and this is made to cover all authorities for surveys.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

I think so, as nearly as the Eng-

I will only read what is here,
But I
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replied fo the gentleman from Illinois as to this particular
point in Mobile that such report had already been done in the
Inst survey, ns required by law.

AMr. FOWLER. If this amendment should earry, it would
prevent the Moebile & Ohio RRailroad from controlling commerce
from that port to the Panama Canal, and the gentleman
knows it.

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Noj; I do not know if. I have
nothing to do with the Mobile & Ohio Ralilroad, but I do not
believe in legislation on a river and harbor hill to control a
question of interstate and foreign commerce. °

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
‘has expired. The question is on the adoption of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowLER].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the discussion
between the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Tripere] and myself
was left in a rather unsatisfactory condition, and in order not
to take up the time of the House I ask unanimous consent that
the full statement made by me as to the navy yard before the
Committee on Naval Affairs be inserted in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr., Herriy), The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Mooze] asks unanimous consent to insert in the
REcorp a statement concerning the controversy he had with the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TriepiLe] with reference to the
hearing before the Committee on Naval Affairs. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The statement is as follows:

NEW DEY DOCK AT PIIILADELPHIA NAVY YARD.

Argument of Hon, J, HaxproN Moorg, Member of Congress, before the
House Committee on Naval Affairs.

Afr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, there has been a cus-
tom for several years, certainly since I have been in Congress, to come
before the committee and present the claims of the Phuadclphia Navy
Yard. This year we are in a somewbat different position as a delega-
tlen in that we have two members of what was once the minorit
party, now the majority party in Congress, very closely associated wit
this work. Mr, Doxosor, of Philadelphia, is' a Democrat. We have
not had the pleasure of having a Democrat with us for several iears.
and Mr, LEg, a member of the Democratic Party, is & member of this
committee.

Alr. Doxomor. Is it a pleasure?

Mr. Moore, A very great pleasure [laughter], because it drives us
all forward to do the best that Is in us,

I think there is no division of sentiment in regard to what we
would like to have done for the Philadelphia Navy Yard.

The CHAIRMAN, We never have any polities In this committee,

Mr. Moore. I understand that this committee Is a semijudicial body
and will treat us fairly without regard to our gnrty tions. M.
Doxonor, of course, will speak for himself, but on behalf of Gen.
Bingham, Mr., McCreany, Mr. Moo¥, Mr. ReYBURN, and the other mem-
bers of the delegation I desire to ask the commitfee to be conslder-
ate of the Philadelphia Navy Yard as tgosal‘hle. more arly since
this year there has been a cut in the estimates m_ $160 to
£140,000., We ask that every one of the items presented in the esti-
mates be approved in full Th%y consist of the sanitation , Te-
serve basin, to cotg%ete. $45,000 ; Pler No. 5, to extend, $85,000; and
water-closefs, $10,000. A previous act provided an appropriation for
Pler No. 5, but it was not sufficient to complete the work, and the
work has mot actually been n, and the appropriation of ,000 is
now absolutely necessary in or to enable the authorities at the lyurd
to begin the work and toedglve the yard the benefit of that additional
pler, which is badly needed.

Mr. GrEGG. Were any of those items cut below the estimates?

Mr. Moore. The amount appropriated last year was 5160 000, and the
amount submitted by the department this year is $14 ,006 in speak-
ing of a cut I mean it was a cut from last year's a&)protpdation.

r. GeeEGa. 1 t.houdxbt maybe the department had cut out something.

Mr. Moore. The department cut out a number of things, notably
the extenslon of streets and avenues, which are highly important in
a yard of that kind, where we bave a great deal of vacant territory
that ought to be made ayailable for the &t:rpm of the yard, and the
department also cut cut one or two of recommenda made
the officials at the yard. They wanted to extend their electrical ani
steam power system so that it might be utilized on the vessels at the
docks, and so that they might be Erepued for permanent improve-
ments over the yard on ground that is not now &enarau: improved.
The authorities very properly looked forward to the improvement of
the yard on a permanent basis, and having much waste land they are
hoping for the opening up of the strects and for the extension of their
varions sources of power. This is very impo in a yard of
kind, becanse the expense of hauling is very great, and there are times,
especially in a season like this, when the ta are heavy and the
wa;éous and drays that carry the material in the yard are stuck in the
mua.

In some respects the yard is not up to date In the matter of com-
mon ordinary ranslwrtatiml facilities. If it were ible to increas
that appropriation in any one respect, we would llke to have it done,
The extension of the streets, pavements, water, and electric-railroad
gystems are estimated by the authorities of the yard at $15,000.

Mr. TarBorT, Was not that all taken up with Admiral Hollyday?

Mr. LeB. Yes, sir.

Alr. Moore. That was cut out by the department. Whether you pro-

se to go beyond the department’s recommendation or not I do not

now. All we can do is to urge you to do the best you ean with respect

to the streets extensions and the construction of a crane for one of
the buildings there—building No. 10. This is Important at this time
for the carriage of freight and materials.

Our maln plea is tbat nothing less than has been submitted by the
department be allowed for that yard, particularly Inasmuch as we
obserye that in some of the other yards there bave been increased ap-

Eemprintlons, notably at the ecity of Washington. In all fairness it must
stated that the department itsclf, following the lines of economy
which this Congress seems to have sought to work out, and following

neral tendency of the departmental administration in Washing-
ton, has ent down estimates for appropriations at other yards, so that
we may not ct)mfﬂ.rall\‘ely be S\Iﬂ'vrin%‘ very much. But when we look
at the appropriations running up to hundreds of thousands for other

we sometimes wonder why, in a general estimate from the de-
partment for a great yard like that at FPilladelphia, we are left with
a total estimated appropriation from the department of only $140,000,

Now, so much for the gencral conditions at the yard. A gquestion
has arisen which is regarded as hifhly important by ceriain citizens
of Philadelphia, and one that properly should be presented to this com-
mittee in a general way by the delegation. In this matter there 1
gerhs 8, a frlendly rivalry, particularly so far as the newspapers o

hiladelphia are concerned, and it may be that members of the dele-

ation have entered Into a frlendly rivalry upon this question, but as
0 ithe ultimate object there is no difference of opinion whatever, Some
of us who have been in Con for some time feel that a questlon
of this magnitude ought to be approached with veg great caotion and
that this committee ought to be thoroughly fortifled with oplnions and
estimates from the department before it proceeds to go into a matter
of so much consequence, The question is the construction of a new
dry dock. e have a dry dock at Philadelphia about 750 feet long.
It is not the biggest dry dock in the United Htates, but it is an excel-
lent dry dock. It was capable of housing the Dreadnought Utal and
did it very well, but there is some differcnce of opinlon as to the pos-
sible capacity in the matter of the entrance at the caisson for the
admission of such vessels as may be constructed in the near future.

Mr. GrREGG. When Admiral oli{cday was before the committee Mr,
LEE went very fully into that matter. Ilave you read the hearing?

Alr, Moore. No, sir; but I have talked with Admiral Hollyday on the
ml:jllect and I have been at the yard a number of
with officers there. The question seems to be as to the capacity at
the entramce, The officers at the yard, supported very la eg' by
gubllc sentiment in the vicinity of the d and in the citw 5 hila-

elphia, and by some newspaper comment, which is more or less limited,

bhave insisted that there should be counstructed there a dry dock that
would extend from the aware River into the back channel which
leads in from the Schuylkill River and completes the island, a distance
of 1,700 feet. Now, ordinarily this committee would be startled, per-
haps, and Cm‘tigresa itself would be somewhat surprised at ha a
lmgesﬂon made that at any yard there shounld be constructed a dry
dock 1,700 feet long. Nobody ever heard of a dry dock 1,700 feet long.
There is certalnacl{mthiug of the kind anywhere in the kmown world,
but in this par lar instance the proponents of the 1,700-foot dry
dock contend that by reason of the configuration of the ground and the
ullar adaptability of the sitmation to the construection of a dry dock

t should be continuous and reach from stream to stream, that it
ought to be started in the city of Philadelphia. We agree with that
and we would be very glad to have this commitftee take up that ques-
tion and have some start made upon the progosmou_

Some day you will have to have one great dry dock on the Atlantic
coast and another one on the Paclfic coast to provide for the very
largest battleships that may be construcied, although I am one of those
who want to limit the size of battleshigfi as I want to limit the depth
of the artificial channels which cost t Government so much money
and accommodate only certain t battleships and commercial ves-
sels. But if z’ou have to consider some day the centralization of the
dry-dock facilities, naturally there is no point along the Atlantic coast
where such a dry dock would be offered more advantages than at the

ort of Philadelphia and at the e Island Navy Yard, where you
ave fresh water, a desideratum not found anywhere else in the United
States nor in the world, so far as navy yards are concerned.

Now, then, while the proposition may be startling at first blush, the
truth is there is an lsland which presents a tgocu.ﬁnr portunity for
%m construction of a continuous dry dock at will lead from the

elaware River into the back channel which leads from the Schuylkill

River. The distance happens to be 1,700 feet, and that accounts for
the pecullar ﬂanren that are presented.
Leaving aside all the agitation and the perturbation of mind of a
few of our newspaper friends who insist tha aometh!gg should be done,
and done ately, let us see just what the committee can do and
let us present our claims as a delegation, so far as I am able to speak
for the delegation.

The officials—that is, the local officials, at least—would like to have
that dry dock. They belleve a start should be made on the work. We
will agree that all the citizens of Philadelphia would like to have it
done. We contend that it would be a great advan to the United
States in general, and particularly to the Navy Department, in havin
such facilities in case of emclgencg. How are we golng to present it
As a result of this agitation, Mr. Doxonor became quite interested and
active, and Mr. LEg, a member of this ecmmittee, algo did us the honor
to come to our city and inspect the navy yard—he has been there
gseveral times, and he has done it interestingly, as a good Congcmmnn
ought to do—and they have concluded that some big work should be
started. We have not been oblivious, those of us who have beed
longer in the service, to the desire of many people to have this dr

started, but we were always confronted with the peculiar Propos -
tion of the 1,700 feet and the enormous cost and the difficulties that
E—a would face when we came before the Naval Affairs Committee of

Ongress. )

I:fr consequence of this agitation and after much thomi‘ht upon the
subject I presented a bill in the House on December 21, 1911, author-
izing an appropriation for a dry dock at the Philadelphix Navy Yard.
It provided for the consiructlon at that navy yard of a dry dock
» gufiicient to float the largest battleship of the Navy,” and appro<
priated $1,500,000. I was informed that a 1,700-foot dock would cost
over $4, .OOb, and it secmed to me that it would be almost a killing
pro tion to come before this committee and ask for $4,000,000. 1

r. BuTLER. What is the length of your proposed dry dock? '
Mr. Moore, I proposed to have a start and fixed the start at
1,500,000, which would be sufficient to build a dry dock at least 800
eet long—as long as any existing dry dock in the United States—and
this bill, which is one paraﬁm h lgm ded——

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The dry docks we have been buildin
at abog;: that length have been costing something over $2,000,000, i
remember,

Mr. Moore. That makes the situation go much more difficult. I
have had some experience with the building of dry docks. As receiver,
1 comple e dry dock at Boston and ow what it cost. It cosf
about $600,000 more than the contractor’s price.

Mr. BuTLER. Did my collenﬁe have in his mind the construction of
a m«:k mchlngsfmm the ck Basin to the Delaware River, which,
I , 18 about 1,800 feet?
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Mr. Moore. One thousand seven hundred feet. This bill of mine
the sitnation in this way: If we could secure an
upprogrlntlun of $1,500,000 it was provided—

*That plans fer sald dry dock shall contemplate its extension from
the Delaware River through to the Back Basin, approximately a dls-
tance of 1,700 feet, to the end "—

This is the old river and harbor language where you begin something
and do not complete it right away
“fo the end that said dry dock when completed shall be capable of
admitting or discharging vessels at elther end thereof.”

That bill itself simply begins this enterprise. Youn can help us by a
start of $1,500,000, which will give us a dry , fAccording to the
estimates I have, 800 feet lonf which will be on the llne of the pro-
posed 1,700-foot project and wi I end somewhere about halfway through,
and this leaves us open to come back to this commitiee with a view to
the extension all the way through.

Mr. Borrner, To put the other end on?

Alr, Moore. Yes, sir. That was the proposition I presented to the
committee, and it struck me as the one most feasible in view of our
financial condition and In view of this committee’'s attitude toward
profects of this kind.

AMr. Loup, Excegg for the pumping machinery, that would Dbe
cquivalent to two docks?

AMr. Moore. That would be one continnous, but it would be con-
structed half at a time. If Congress later on wanted to run it through,
it could continue it, and this would accommodate vessels coming and
going. Following the introduction of that bill—

Mr. Buroee (interposing). Did you have in your mind that it would
alford a sort of waterway, too, between the channel and the océan?

Ar. Moore. I am an enthusiastic waterway man, and if I did not
have that in mind——-

Ar. Burner (Interposing). T have seéen some comment that this
would afford a means of approach to the ocean which would save or
spave vessels the travel of the distance around the cnd of the island.

Mr. Moore. I can cxplain thaf.

Mr. Burren. I wish you would.

Mr. Moorg, 1 can explain what that means. The gentlemen who
advanced that idea evidently hold the notion that it would save time
and save the run around what we call the Horseshoe Bend in the river,
which makes a curve way out toward the east. Coming up the Schuyl-
kill $hrough this back channel would avoid the Horseshoe Curve, which
would save a mile or two.

Alr. Doxonon. There is something else. You can work about the
ghips at the same time by the erection of the dry dock in the soggested

bill introduced by Mr, Len?
to Mr. Lee’s Dbill, and that very

Mr. Moorr. I was comin oint.
On January 12 Mr. Lee, of this commitiee, introduced a bill (H. R.
{TTGOJ‘RU‘;. orizing an appropriation for a dry dock at the Philadelphia
Navy Yar

“A dry dock extending from the
approximately a length of 1,700 fec

Ie pro g to right through—
{‘ot !ﬁpt and width corresponding with the locks of the Panama
anal,

That is to say, we should have at least 40 feet depth in this pro-
posed new dry dock. Of course, that would mean—I do not want to
discuss the bill while I am reading it—

“0Of depth and width corm:cﬁmdlng with the locks of the Tanama
Canal and capable of accomm ting two of the largest battleships of
the Navy, there be appropriated the sum of $£3,000,000 : Provided, That
sald dry dock be so constructed with a middle gate or calsson that one
or two vessels may be handled, as the occasion may require.”

That Is Mr. LEe's bill. y

The CHAlRMAN. Just at that point may I snggest that in the case
of the dry dock at Pearl Harbor, which, I think, is about 850 feet long,
the limit of cost is $2,700,000, and in the case of the dry dock at
Puget Sound the limit of cost is $2,500,000,

Mr. Moore. That Is over 800 feet?

The CmArrMAN. A little over 800 fect.

Mr. Moorg, That is the largest drgoi_iock in the United States to-day.

The CHAarzMmaN. Now. with a 1,700-foot dry dock, what ﬁ%)urcs or
information have yon that such a dry dock would not reasonably cost
something like £5,000,000 instead of $4,000,000, the figures given?

Alr. Moore. Admiral Hollyday told me that a 1,700-foot dry dock,
such as is proposed, would cost in excess of $£4,000 000,

The Cmairaax. But he did not say how much the excess would be?

Alr. Moorge. No, sir,

The CmareMaw. That is rather a large quantity.

Mr. Moore. The z{uest[on before you now Is one as to whether there
will be any recognition for this dry dock at all, which we all recom-
mend, and second, whether you should start, as Mr. LEE proposes in
his bill, to do the whole thing on the Panama Canal baslg, or whether
vou should start in a more modest way, as I have &roposcd here, to
establish a beginning which pmhah!{ would prove the worth of
enterprise and then of continuing it if 1ts worth is demonstrated.
There Is one objection to Mr, LEw's measure that I can see, and that is
the objection I had to the proposal to dig the Chesapeake and Delaware
Canal a depth of 35 feet.

There are about 13 miles of that eamal, and this situation would
correspond to the one at e Island; and at the other end of the
canal, the lower end, there is Erobably not more than 20 or 25 fect of
depth, and in the upper end it was shown that they did not have 30

?Slaware River to the Back Basin,

feet, so that cutting the canal to 85 feet seemed an absurdity. But the
estimated cost had to be AJremted to Congress., I have always the
notion that somebody did this deliberately, The report was presented
to Congress recommending connecting the Chesapeake and laware

Bays, but if it should be dug for 13 miles between the Delaware and
the Chesapeake 35 feet deep we would have a hole in the und
which would mean that if you ever built a vessel in there drawing 35
feet it could not get out and would simply have to pass between Chesa-
eake Bay and Delaware Bay and stay there. The difficulty with the
bill of Mr. Ler, which contemplates opening up the entire enterprise at
once, is that if you make the depth and width of this 1,700 feet to
correspond with the depth and width of the Panama Canal yon will
dig a hole in the ﬁround between the Delaware River and the Schuyl-
kiﬁ River out of which you ean not get at all. It would seem to be——

AMlr. Doxonor (interposing). Any vessel that got In should certainly
be able to get ont?

Ar. Moore. That is true; but I do not undersiand the necessity of
digzing 10 feet below the river depths.

My, Daoxonosz, The further deepening of the Delaware River is
certainly fu contemplation?

AMr. Moore. Yex, sir; we are trying to get 335 feet,

Mr. Doxomon. We do not know what depth we may have to go In
the future; it will be limited only by the size of the sl:"lr ?

Mr. Moore. That is true, =

Mr. Doxomor. Mr. Lee's bill proposes to construct the dry dock cor-
responding with the depth of locks of the Panama Canal, which will
limlt the width and depth of ships in the future: and so if we build
it rl?peﬁgs; ng-rﬁetwm not htave tﬁol Jﬂmﬁi? it in the future?

y " at argument wo 1 1n-
ware Rlver and out the Back Basin. = Ficeooll guk mpi (he Dnte

Mr. DoxoHoE, It would do not harm ?

Mr. Moore. No, sir; it would do no harm: but there are 60 miles of
channel that do not now exe feet, and therefore you would
simply be digging a 40-foot hole 1,700 feet long to connect two bodies
of water not more than 80 feet deep.

Mr. DoxoHOE. That would have to be faken up In the future if we
did not nf“ it deep enough now.

Mr, Moor. So far as the future is concerned, judging from my ex-
perience In this House in the past, I wounld say that we probably will
not get 40 feet in the Delaware River for some time,

M. Moown We sertainly o We

r. . We certainly do. ‘e are now siriving to get 35 feet
and it will take at least six years. &8 2

Mr, Doxomog. That is an item that can he amended?

Mr. Moore., Certalnly. If this committee will vote to adopt AMr.
Lee’s bill, I shall be delighted to see it done, because it will start us
at once on the business; but I wounld su t to the committee that
that section be amended, Lecause it would ply be unnecessary to dig
below the approaches.

Now, Mr. Chalrman, having commented upon these two measures
and pointed out——

The CHAIRMAN (interposing), I would like to ask you a question.
What is irour idea of the maval necessity for a dry dock of that size
atﬁhat at:e?M it ' o

r, Moors. Mr. Chalrman, it would depend entirely upon the recog-
nition' given that navy yard by the Navy Deparmen{ ?} the depar%-
ment proposes to continue it even as a reserve basin, which we are
informed it does, then It would be well to be prepared with another
dock in addition to the one we have, larger than the one we have, to
take care of vessels that come there, because it is the best repair
station we have anywhere along the coast; It is the best material field,
and it is the best labor fleld, and it is the best protected yard, because
it is 100 miles away from the ocean and it Is in fresh water,

The CroaieMa¥. Do you think in time of stress many vessels would
go up there if the enemy were down at the mouth?

Mr. Mooge. That is a splendid question, My, Chalrman. I would
say that it would be the best place in the United States If our intra-
coastal waterways were cut through to New York. They could come
up the Delaware and get out of the way. That we hope some day wlill
eventuate ; but even as it i1s, the Chesapeake Bay being in danger and
in a measure not so thorouz)iliy well protected——

Mr. TALBOTT (interposing). The Chesapeake Ba

Mr. Moore. In some respects it is not so
tected. I am as fond of 1t as any man, becanse It is one of the finest
bodles of water in the country. It is not so well protected as it should
be, and there is now a commission undertaking to devise ways and
means to better shield it against the possibility of a foreign attack;
but I take it that if there is golng to be a serious invaslon it will not
be altogether where there is waste land, but where they can reach
some of the skyscrapers and get some of the spolls of warfare, and 1
think they would strike a polnt like New York or Philadelphia very
quickly, if they could. They could get into New York and into Bos-
ton, but they certainly would have difficulty in getting into Philadel-
phia as we are situated now.

Mr, BuTLER. On account of a point of order, how are you going to
I:ceﬁ the dry dock in the bill?

r. Geega. They are offerlng a separate bilL

Mr. ButiEr. I understand that.

Mr. Moore. I will answer that guestion.

Mr. BoTLER. Do you request that this item be Incorporated in the
appropriation bill?

Kir. Moone. Yes, sir; we hope so. As a matter of fairness to the
people we ask that this project be incorporated in this bill, but I am
coming to the point now raised by Mr. BurLERr. Flrst you have Mr.
Ler's general bill, which qropoaes to begin at onee and make the
entire a[Fproprlatlon. or, at least, make so large an appropriation that
it woul probahlly mean the immediate completion of the work. Then

ou hayve my bill, which proposes to make n start on a more moderate

Kasi.s. Now, then, if you will take Mr. Ler’s bill, with the amend-
ments that have been slh:fgcﬂted. 1 hope you will do it. If you find
that yon can not take Mr. LER'S bill, and will take my bill and in-
corporate it in your appropriation blﬂ. 1 ho%oo {lcm will do that, Lut
if you find that you can not do that—that both requests arve unrea-
sonable at this time or are beyond your means at this time—then give
us a start of some kind; do what you can as to that,

We have not plans and specifications sufficient to properly inform
this committee in regard to this project. Now, if ‘fm can't do any-
thing else, will you do this: Will you provide in this bill an appro-
priation of $100,000 to prepare plans and specifications, so that we
may have something tangible to talk about when the next year's
appropriation blll comes up? If you will not take Mr, LEE's bill,
28 T hope-you will, and it you will not take my bill, and I hope
you will, then give us $100,000 to give us a start on the plans and
specifications.

The CHAIBMAN. May I bring your attention fo this faet: That the
Government has an enginecer corps under the Burean of Yards and
Docks, and that if they see fit they can submit plans and specifications
without that appropriation?

Mr. MOORE. ‘Bresuma they could do that.

Mr., BurLER. We never have made a separate appropriation,

Mr. LEg, That is the business of the Government?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir; if they see fit to recommend.

Mr. Roperrs. I would like to eall Mr. Moore’s attention to the
fact that he has not told us yet how he is going to word the point of
order.

Mr. Moonr. That this is new legislation?

Mr. RoBERTS. Yes, sir,

Mr. Moore. Well, I admit that there is some difficulty about I
it feel that you can not put this item in the appropriation bill
and that it wonld be ruled out on a point of order, then I ask that
on pass a separate bill, let it come as a pnew matter, and I think
{h.at would be the safer thing to do. [ have feared that we were ask-
too .much at the start—I want to be very frank with the com-

?
{ho roughly well pro-

ing

mittee about it—1 have feared that the commitiee would not take this
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go serlously as some of the newspaper headlines in Philadelphia have
made [t; but we have felt there was noth!ni for us to do but to come
here and ask the committee to help us out in this maiter, satisfied in
the last analysis if you can not give us Mr. LEe’s bill as a separate
proposition, or that you can not give us my bill as a separate proposl-
tion, you will at least give us a more moderaie start.

Mr. Ler You stated that it would cost between $4,000,000 and
5,000,000 to build a dry dock similar to the one covered in the bill I
ave introduced?

Mr. Moosn. In excess of $4,000,000.

Mr. Lmr. Does the gentleman not know that the Tro riies at
League Island would make this dr{ dock cost practically If what
it would anywhere else in thls country?

Mr. Moogg. It undoubtedly would cost less, beeause we would not
have to acquire outside ?roperty.

Mr. Lep. Do you not know that the sand and gravel at League
Island would practically cut down the cost of this dry dock one-half
what it would cost any other ?isca in America?

Mr. Moore. Well, Mr. Lee, I do know that that would be a feature
in the way of economy. It would be a saving to the Government.

Mr. Leg. I just wanted to eall your attention to it

Mr, Moone. That should be considered; but there is no_ question
but that it wonld cost in excess of $4,000,000, independent of all that.

Mr, Ler. Is it not a fact that we do paving at League Island for half
what it costs at any other navy yard?

Mr. Moors. I can not tell.

Alr. LER. On account of the properties at the nayy yard. We have
sand and gravel there to make all the concrete that would be used in
bulldlnila dry dock of the kind my bill covers.

Mr. Moorg. We have certain decided advantages in the matter of
raw material.

Mr. LeE. The dry dock can be built for $3,000,000, and I claim that
it will make it the cheapest dry dock which the Government owns. I
went over this thing very carefully when I was there, and I am me-
chaniec enough to know that we can mix all the concrete and get all
the properties right there on the island so as to make that dry dock
cost practically $3,000,000 or less.

Mr. Moore. I am very glad to hear ycu say so.

] L] - £ - & L

AMr. Burrer. What size vessels ean go up there?

Mr. McCreary. The mean depth is about 29 feet.

Mr. Moore. Any war vessel the Government has can go up there.
Mr. Burrer. I mean, can it go up there?

Mr. Moogs. Yes, sir. !
Tl;e CrAInMAN. I understood that you have at mean low water 30
t

fee

Mr. Moore. We have a rise in the tide there of 7 feet. Our mean
Jow water now exceeds 28 feet. It is legislatively 30 feet and is sub-
stantially 80 feet all the way up the 60 miles.

Mr. Giece. What is the lengih of the dry dock you have there?

Mr. Moore. About 750 feet—to be exact, 744.GF over all. The Ulah,
built across the river by the New York Shipbuilding Co., is one on
the very largest vessels the Government has thus far built. She is
one of the new Dreadnoughts, and she has been in the dock.

Mr. Loup. What Is the width of the gate?®

Mr. Moorn. At the top of the caisson it is slightly over 102 feet. It
tapers off to 80 feet, or thereabouts,

L L L L L] - -

The CIAIRMAN. How large is the dock at Norfolk, since it was
enlarged last year?

Mr. Moore. That would be a little larger than ours.

Mr. Borrer, That is not yet completed?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir; it ls completed.

Mr., Reypury. I think, gentlemen, we ecan present a reasonable ease
in Philadelphia—ihat we can show reasonable cause why Philadelphia
should be selected as the int, the most strategic and advantageous
point, for plac[nf this dry dock and having our large naval base.

Mr. Borner. I would like to ask you a question or two. Can you
recall how many acres there are In the navy yard?

Mr. Reyeory., I can not,

Mr. LEr. About 800,

Mr. Moore. Over 900 acres; approximately 1,000.

AMr. Borner. They have parade grounds, rifie range, and i{he Gov-
ernment would not have to purchase any land?

AMr. Moonn. No, sir; they have plenty of land there.

My, Ler. Just at this particular point I would like to eall Mr.
Moore’s attention to a few questions I asked Admiral Hollyday when
he was before this committee, with regard to the cost at the League
Island Navy Yard:

“Mr, LER. You spoke yesterday of the low cost of paving in the
Philadelphia Navy Yard. Is that due to the fact that the sand and
everything is right there on the ground?

e i o Voia not that thi 1y to the 1 a

* Mr. LEE. ould no at same ng apply to e large dry dock
if it was built in the Philadelphla Na 51’ r(f,? &

“* Admiral HoLLYpAY. For making
crete wounld be made at lees cost.”

Mr. Mooee. Do not misunderstand me.
oughly.

Mr. Les. T want to show that the gentleman was away off when
he said that the dry dock would cost four or five million dellars at
Philadelphia, when I know from experts who have made a study of the

onnd -ro&}erlies that a dry dock of the size I propose could built
or $3,000,000 or less.

Mr. Moorg. I hope that is true.

Mr. LEg. On account of the properties.

AMr. Moore. For that reason I am advecating your bill, with the
limitations I suggested.

Mr. Lee. When the committee gets to Philadelphia, If they will ac-
cept the invitation which I extended before Mr. DoNXoHOR gave his invi-
tation this morning, I propose to show them

g{r. %‘Iooa(x (lﬁtc oa)i::;ﬁ[)‘i1 lt j?lln in thatti: 1nv}:talgon_ ot

r. LEE (continuing). at the properties a ague Island are just
a8 I have stated them to be.. A

Mr. BorLER. Mr. Lee, were you here when Admiral Hollyday stated
that a dry dock 1,700 feet long would cost $4,000,000%

Mr. LEE. Yes, slr. And then I showed that the cost of paving at
League Island was $1.52 and at any other navy yard It was $£ er yard,
and it was stated that the sand and mixture for concrete a? League
Island were tie cause of the low cost of paving at that yard.

Mr. Mooep. Do yca think that will make a million dollars difference?

Mr. Lee. Yes, sir.

¢ concrete it would. The con-
1 agree with that thor-

Mr. Moore. T want fo thank vou very much for the hearing this morn-
Ing, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, and assure you that we appreciate
your courtesy.

Mr. Doxonor. I desire to associate myself with that expression of
thanks on behalf of the members of the delegation.

Mr. RoserTs. I want to call Mr. Moore's attention to the fact that
the Navy Depariment gives the controlling depth of water from League
Island to the sea at mean low water as 28 feet,

The CoHAmMAN. But they have a T-foot tide there.

Mr. Moorm. Answering the question, I desire to say that so far as
the War Department {s concerned the channel is legislatively completed
at 30 feet for mean low water.

Mr. HExsLEY, What do you mean by " legislatively ¥

r. Moore. They have reported that we have 30 feet of water, so
lf'.:llie:s all legislation and engineering is concerned, for a length of GO

There are creeks and rivers running into the main channel which
add to the silt formation. It is a slushy, soft sort of materlal, and
men who navigate the ships differ as to the actual bottom depth; but
it is a fact that we have more than 28 feet at mean low water, and we
have what the Army engineers and shipping men consider an actual
30-foot mean low-water depth, including this silt. At this time we are
working under the mew appropriation om a 33-foot channel, and that
work demonstrates that here and there may be a formation of silt which
raises the bottom at certain points in this 60-mile length. Vessels
drawing more than 28 feet can and do push their way through it, but
they also take advantage of the tides. he problem is one of dredging
and maintenance, and we are now frying to meet it. 1 think, perhaps,
some¢ member of the committee may have In mind the going ashore
some years ago of the U. 8. 8. Prairie, which had started on a misslon
to South America and ran aground; but she was probably 1.800 feet
out of her course. We have never charged that up to the Delaware
Channel, but we have, rather, charged it up to navigation.

Thereupon the committee adjourned,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Canal leading from Centennial Lake at Vicksburg, Miss., to the
Mississippi River, with a view to the preservation of the channel.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment,
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. i -

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAr].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, by adding the following, after line 9, page 50:

“ Memphis ITarbor: With a view to the preservation of the channel
between President Island and thg Tennessee shore and the preservation
of the banks on the Tennessee gide in Memphis Harbor; also for the

reservation and protection of the channel and banks of the Wolf River
n eaid harbor.”

Mr. COLLIER. Mpyr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. COLLIER. 1 wish to offer an amendment to come right
after line 9 on page 50, which is germane to the propesition in
the bill. I would like to ask whether or not the amendment
which I wish to offer should come first?

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing that
the gentleman from Mississippi may offer his amendment first,
and that mine may come in just after.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered.
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, CorLruier] is recognized.

Mr. COLLIER, Mr. Chairman, I offer ihe amendment which
I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, pngo 50, line 0, by adding after the word * chanmel™ the
words “ and banks.”

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, prior to 1903
for many years all of the commerce coming down the Yazoo
River and its tributaries to Vicksburg was ecarried through the
mouth of the Yazoo River out into the Mississippi and then up
Lake Centennial to the city of Vieksburg, but there was no con-
tinuous navigation because of a shifting bar at the mouth of
the Yazoo River and also because there was low water at cer-
tain stages in front of the city of Vicksburg. It was finally
determined, and in the river and harbor act of 1802 the project
was adopted, to divert the Yazoo River a few miles above its
mouth—about 63 miles south—into the Mississippi River for
the purpose of securing continuous navigation. This project
was completed in 1905 at a cost of $1,179,210.37. Uninterrupted
navigation has been maintained at that point for nine years for
boats of G-feet draft at low water. The amount of commerce
carried through the mouth of that canal amply justifies the ex-
pense of the project. The report of the Chief of Engineers
shows that for the last seven years the amount of commerce has
averaged between 220,000 and 440,000 tons, with estimated val-
ues of between $6,000,000 and $13,000,000. During the last seven
years the average has been 230,000 tons and the value some-
thing over $8,000,000. The reductions in freight rates have been
as follows: On cotton about 50 per cent; on cotfon seed about
83% per cent; on live stock about 663 per cent; on flour, meal,
provisions, and grain from 33} fo 40 per cent.

On the banks at Vicksburg Harbor there has been a great
deal of caving and sliding. A number of warehouses, the com-
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press, and other buildings are situated upon this bank and some
of them are now in a very exposed condition. In some cases the
caving extends within a few feet of the buildings.

This recent caving has been caused by the deepening of the
eanal, owing to the fact that the ‘entire Yazoo River is now go-
ing between these marrow banks, and also probably in a large
degree by the fact that last year during the great overflow of
the Mississippi Delta an immense volume of water from the
crevasses in the levees passed through that canal,

The Rivers and Harbors Committee, realizing the importance
of this matter and the seriousness of this situation, have in-
corporated in their bill a survey with a view to the preservation
of the channel. I ask that this survey be extended to the
preservation of the banks. That is all I ask, that it be ex-
tended right along on the banks of the canal.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, COLLIER. I ask unanimous consent for two minutfes

more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request for two
minutes more?

There was no objection.

AMr. COLLIER. It can well be contended, in the interest of
navigation, that the widening of the channel between the two
banks in a narrow canal might, at certain seasons of the year
and certain stages of the water, seriously interfere with perma-
nent navigation.

Again, as I understand it, the purpose of this committee in
congidering projects is to secure navigation in order that com-
merce may be preserved. Harbors themselves are essential in-
strumentalities for commerce, and it may often occur that the
preservation of a harbor means that commerce itself has been
preserved.

Mr. Chairman, in this bill the committee have proposed a
survey. It will not add much to the expense if the engineers
extend this survey to the banks,

All T ask the House to give me is the authority of the engi-
neers to investigate the situnation and let them report or devise
some means or some plan whereby a disastrous situation may
be avoided.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COLLIER, With pleasure.

Mr. MANN. How far does the gentleman think the Govern-
ment ought to go for the preservation of the banks of a stream
beyond what is necessary to preserve the channel for commerce?

Mr. COLLIER. That is far enough.

Mr. MANN. That is alrendy covered. The item now provides
“with a view to preserving the channel.” Now, when you
have done that, how much further does the gentleman think
the Government ought to go in preserving the banks?

Mr. COLLIER. Does the gentleman from Illinois contend
that the widening of a channel or the widening of the narrow
banks of a canal might not essentially interfere with the navi-
gation at low stages of water where permanent navigation is
to be maintained?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
have two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, MANN. This item already covers the preservation of
the channel, which I assume, of course, is for commerce. Now,
when that is done, does not that take care of the banks sufi-
clently, or does the gentleman desire the Government to wall
up the banks for the benefit of private owners?

Mr. COLLIER. As I stated in the first part of my remarks,
I believe that the harbor itself is one of the essential instrumen-
talities of commerce, and the destruction of a harbor might
mean the destruction of commerce.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it the duty of the
Government, where it constructs a harbor, to wall up on the
outside and construct in that way docks for the use of private
property?

Mr, COLLIER. No, sir; the gentleman does not think so.

Mr. MANN. Beyond the preservation of the channel, how
much does the gentleman want the Government to do in the
preservation of the banks? I do not see the point of the gen-
itleman’s amendment.

Mr. COLLIER. I want the Government engineers to look at
the situation where the canal is widened, where the banks are
caving in, a canal that brings through every year over $8,000,000
of commerce—I want them to look at it and the banks and de-
vise some plun to relieve the situation. It may be that they
can not devise any; it may be that under the rules of the en-
gineer's office they can preseut no reports. I am asking for a
chance for them to go there and do it,

Mr. MANN. And I am trying to help the gentleman out, As
a matter of fact, under this provision will they not be required
to look at the banks and everything that is connected with or
affects the channel?

Mr. COLLIER. It may be that they would.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr, Chairman, I suggest that the amendment
of the gentleman from Mississippi will not add anything to the
authorization already in the bill. The item reads:

Cannl leading from fal sbur,

Mississlppi Bireg;', with f ﬁgﬁﬂo mﬁ‘“;‘;‘&sé‘fmfl‘ﬁé" Eiuﬁie ?.-Iuisi'hezt.o e

Now, there is often great contention before the committee
about the extent of damage that is done by caving in of banks,
but all that we can do is to give them a survey which covers
navigation, and this does it. This amendment itself does not
add anything to it. Besides that, this comes up in other cases.
On page 51 there is an item, * Saugatuck Harbor, Mich., with
a view of determining what additional works are necessary or
desirable to maintain the channel of existing project.” On the
same theory that could be amended, and so on all through the
bill. We have used the proper language that ought to be used
in all these projects, and we are opposed to any amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment ¢fered
by the gentleman from Mississippl.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
CorLier) there were—ayes 23, noes 37.

So the amendment was rejected.

M{. McKELLAR. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend-
men -

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by addl the follow! 0
Harbor, Wltyl.l a \'?:%'v to the preservnmg aitiieo; lﬁctgeoghgggl @mwhx{ogfeziﬁ
dent Island and the Tennessee shot% and the preservation of the banks
e o
of the Wolt Rlveg within ::ida%u e 8 DR Sh ehemi A benki

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday I offered an
amendment to the bill seeking to have the Government aid in
protecting the city of Memphis from flood waters which do not
belong to her, but are the results of the building of levees on
the river generally. In opposing this amendment my dis-
tinguished and delightful friend from Mississippi [Mr.
Huarpareys] and a member of the committee, claimed I was
simply for a private gas and water plant in Memphis and fur-
ther says:

It is a spirit of unfalrness, and it is n, y
people of tt?e city of Memphis, that sits 0‘11:nnuh ?eﬁﬁ?‘ssﬁ?r'or}fné’éa'g;
these deltas from which it draws Its trade and its prosperity, and for
the upkeep of the levees which protect them she 8 not one nickel
in taxes, * = * In order to help the city of Alémphls, where the
assessed taxed waloe of property exceeds the umseg value of the
pm?:rw in all those del combined in order to help that city to
protect her gas plant or water works,

Mr. Chairman, this is a very ungenerous and unfair state-
ment. I am going to read from the report of the Mississippi
River Commission, which shows how greatly mistaken our friend
and neighbor from Mississippi is. There were 170 acres of our
city overflowed in the last high waters, according to this report.
In this overflowed district are sifuated dwellings, stores,
churches, schools, railroads, street-car lines, jail, gas plant,
manufacturing establishments, and a part of the city water
supply plant. I further quote from the report:

The character of the pecuniary damages In this area Is that due to
the submergence of stores, dwellings, churches, schools, jail, ete., which
was so extensive that the water reached well up into the first story
of these buildings; that of the street-car lines resulting in a loss of
revenue ; of raliroads necessltatin%l the detour over other tracks; of
the ecity gas plant and the discontinuance of the city gas supply; of
the city pumping station; of many industrial manufacturing estab-
lshments' plants; and a part of the municipal water supply, including
its cont: tion by surface-water sewage.

The estimate of the damages was fixed by the commission at
over $1,200,000.

Mr. Chairman, I think that shows that my friend from Mis-
gissippi was entirely in error about the facts which urged me
to propose that amendment. Talk about being unfair and
ungenerous. I think he is unfair and ungenerous on another
proposition. While I ask for aid in profecting the ecity of
Memphis from these flood waters, over which it has no control,
and for which it has no responsibility, the little city of Green-
ville, from which my distinguished friend comes, just below
us on this river, is year by year receiving large sums from the
Government for just such protection as the city of Memphis
now asks. But my friend says that we pay no taxes. I want
to say to him that the city of Memphis pays more direct taxes
to the Government than his entire State does. From the post
office in the city of Memphis alone the Federal Govermuent
receives annually a net amount of over $400,000, and from the
internal revenue another large amount, making the city con-
tribute more than half a million dollars of net income to the
Government,
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For the past 15 years the ecity of Memphis has not received
any benefits for its harbor execept, as I want to say to my
distingulshed friend from Indiana [Mr, Curror], who _Ims just
been discussing railroads and their relation to harbor improve-
ments, such ns were given by the Mississippi River Commission
apparently for the purpose of aiding a railroad crossing there at
that eity. In this connection I quote as follows from the report
of the Mississippt River Cominission, 1908, volume 3, pages
2644 and 2645

During the high water of 1907 the bank behind the Rock Island Rail-
way ineline began to cave very rapidly, and by the end of the high
water a pocket abhont 875 by 200 feet had been eroded. This erosion
did not extend below low water over a great portion of the pocket, and
thus made the repair work very difficult, because the water was too
shallow to permit satisfactory pocket mat work, and the wide flank
Lank €x scé when the water was G feet on the Memphis gauge had to
be paved with stone, This pocket was completely protected, and the
high 1v\'?!tem of the present scason do not scem” to have affected it
mate .

rahgrz:! ire a good many places along this revetment that need repair.
These. are practically all of them just above the low-water line, and
can only be reaclied when the river is at a very low stage. It is pro-
posed to repalr these during the coming scason if the stage of water
permits.

And also:

The Rock Island Railway Co. has abandoned its incline in Wolf
River and is now operating one on the main bank of the Mississippi,
thus removing one of the chief reasons for dredging. No work is con-
templated at this point during the coming year.

The work on either gide of the river where the Rock Island
Railroad Co. transfers its cars over the river seems to be the
only work which has been done by the commission in the Mem-
phis Harbor in many years. If there was any object other
than aiding the railroad company in preserving its west termi-
nus, it does not appear in this report.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the genfleman from Tennes-
see has expired.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this amendment
for n survey be adopted by the committee.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I want fo call _the gentle-
man’'s attention to the fact that he is already given nmp}e
aufhority in the bill, If he will turn back to page 36 he will
find the following provision :

Improving Mississippi River from Iead of Passes o the mouth of
the Ohlo River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscel-
luneous expenses of the Mississippl River Commission: Continuing im-
provement with a view to sccuring a permanent channel depth of O
fect. £6,000,000, which sum shall be expended under the direction of
the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, specifications, and
recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, as approved by
the Chief of Engincers, for the general improvement of the river. for
the bullding of levees between the Head of Passes and Cape Girardeau,
Mo., and for surveys, including the survey from the Head of Passes to
the headwaters of the river, in such manner as in thelr opinion shall
best improve navigation and promote the interests of commerce at all
stages of the river,

AMr. McKEELLAR. Mr, Chairman, may I ask the gentleman,
Is it not a fact that that same provision has been in all these
river and harbor bills for many years, and is it not a fact that
no survey has been made of the Memphis Harbor during that
time?

Mr. BURGESS, I do not know about that, but it is a fact
that we make none in this bill, The gentleman is the first man
who has offered an amendment here directly for a survey of
the Mississippl River.

Mr., MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Texas
yield for a question?

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. .

Mr. MANN. 1Is it not also a fact that since this provision
appeared in the river and harbor bills for many years there
never has been a special provision for the survey of any harbor
on the Mississippi between these points?

Mr. BURGESS, That is a fact, That is what I am telling
the gentleman. _

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, on line 7, page 50, is there
not a provision for the canal leading from Centennial Lake at
Vickshurg, Mizs., to the Mississippl River, and is not that a
part of the harbor?

Mr. BURGIESS. Ob, no; that is a canal cut by the Govern-
ment,

Mr. M¢cKELLAR. This on the Wolf River, or a part of it?

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl., Mr. Chairman, I will state
fo the gentleman that that part of the Wolf River is under the
jurisdiction of the Mississippl River Commission, and all funds
that have been devoted to its improvement are taken from the
funds carried for the Mississippi River Commission, but that
is not the case with Centennial Lake Canal.

Mr. McKELLAR. It is connected with it just as the Wolf
River is counected with the Mississippi.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. But this canal is not
within the jurisdiction of the DMississippi River Commission.
for the good and sufficient reason that the law has never put it
under its jurisdiction.

Mr. McKELLAR. Is there anything that put the Wolf River
under the Mississippl River Commission?

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. Yes; it is one of the
waters connected with it. I will state to the gentleman that
when I was young in the service here I made a very desperate
effort to have the $23,000 that was called for for the Wolf
River appropriated as a separate item, so that it would not
come out of the Mississippi River Commission fund, but I was
unsuccessful, because they said, “We will make a luomp-sum
appropriation for the Mississippi River, and all of you will take
your chances.”

Mr. McKELLATR. That is a chance I have not been able fo
get from the commission, and I want to get it at the hands of
the House if I can.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mouth of Brazos River up to Freeport, Tex., with a view to securing
a depth of 25 feet,

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a committee
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page G0, between lines 12 and 13, by Inserting the following:
* Channel at Seadrift, Tex,, with a view of providing a suitable connec-
tion with the Texas coast waterway.”

Mr. BURGESS., Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the
amendment.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Little Calumet River, Ill. and Ind., from the junction up to Bluc
Island.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a com-
mittee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 51, between lines 21 and 22, inserf the following : ** Missourl
River at Kansas City, Kans. : The provision of the river and harbor act
agproved July 25, 1912, authorizing preliminary examination and survey
of the Missouri River from the mouth of the Kansas River to a point
at or near the western limit of Kansas City, ns,, is hereby amended
and reenacted so as to read as follows : ¢ Missouri River from the mouth
of the Kansas River to a point at or near where the west line of
Kansas City, Kans,, extended intersects the Missouri River.'"

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice in that amendment and
in several places in the bill it provides that certain provisions
are hereby amended -and reenacted. We have invariably in the
House stricken out the provision “and reenacted.” It is con-
trary to the statutes, to begin with, and is not required, because
when you amend a proposition to read as follows that is all
that is necessary. That is the practice, and I hope the gentle-
man will be willing to strike out the words *“ and reenacted.”

Mr. SPARKMAN. I have no objection to that, and will so
move.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will
be so modified. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection.

The question was taken, and the amendment as modified was
agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Stilagunamish River, Wash.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com-
mittee amendment. °

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Oon pa}%a 52, between lines 13 and 14, Insert the following: * Coeur
d'Alene River, Idaho.”

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr., HAMILI. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
recur fo an earlier part of the bill in order to present an amend-
ment, and I thought that this was the most opportune time in
which to do it befoxe we begin on section 3.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows there are several pages
of the bill which have been passed over which will have to be
recurred to.

Mr, HAMILL, I did not know that, and I withdraw the
request for unanimous consent at this time.

MESSAGE FROM THE BENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. McKeLrar having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, annouuced that the
Senate had disagreed to the report of the committee of confer-
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the House {o the bill (8. 3175) to regulate the immi-
eration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United

| States, and had still forther insisted upon its disagreement to




2128

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

27,

JANUARY

the amendment of the House, had asked a further conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lobee, Mr. DirriNeman, and
Mr. Percy as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

RIVER AND HARBOR AYPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

{a) The existence and establishment of both private and public
terminal and transfer facilities contiguous to the navigable water m
posed to be improved, and, if water terminals have been constru 2
the general location, description, and use made of the same, with an
opinion as to their adequacy and efficiency, whether private or public.
If no public terminals have been constructed, or if they are inadequate
in number, there shall be included in the report an opinion in general
terms as to the necessity, number, and appropriate location of the
same, and also the necessary relations of such proposed terminals to
the development of commerce.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee
a question. I would like to have the attention of the chairman
for a moment. Does not the gentleman think, in view of this
provision in the bill, that there ought to be a limitation placed
upon the appropriations in this bill with reference to the ex-
penditure in these harbors where the docks and piers are owned
by private corporations and confrolled, withholding it until some
remedy is made admitting .free use of them? If the public ex-
pends the money to improve a property, the public should have
the free use of the property. Now, I have just one instance in
my mind. In regard to one of the Pacific steamship companies
the testimony showed about a year ago before the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce that they had to pay
$125,000 a year to one of the dock owners in New York for per-
mission to land their ships, load and unload their ecargoes, and
that that had been going on for quite a while. Now, is it right
to use the public money to improve property over which private
dominion is exercised in that manner, making it an obstacle to
the commerce of this country, and in view of that ought there
not to be a limitation added to this bill withholding the ex-
penditure for any improvement until there is a surrender of this
private monopoly to public use? I ask the chairman of the
committee for his idea upon that proposition.

AMr. SPARKMAN. I would say no. I do not think that an
amendment like that or a provision like that should be inserted
in this bill.

I will say to the gentleman and to the House that I have had
that matter under consideration now for some little time, and,
in order to get information wpon which we could legislate in-
telligently, we inserted in the last river and harbor bill a pro-
vision which is like that which has just been read. The effort
here is to reenact that provision for the purpose of making the
provision general, it having applied by its terms only to the
net of the last Congress. When we get all this information in,
and not before, we will be in a position to legislate infelligently.
Otherwise we might do a great injustice at some place if we
went at it blindly. If we should insert a provision like that
which the gentleman suggests, it would have to be a general
provision applying to every harbor in the country, and in some
of them injustice might be done. In fact, we might do injus-
fice to all the harbors. But when we get this provision in and
kunow just what we are doing, I for one propose to try to draft
some provision, some law, which will reach the irouble that the
centleman is trying to reach or suggesting that we put some-
thing in here to reach.

Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman admits that the trouble exists?

Mr. SPARKMAN. Ob, yes; I admit that.

Mr. CULLOP. And it is a serious trouble and one contrary
to sound public policy.

Now, I desire to deny the proposition that fhe gentleman
malkes, that such a limitation would withhold the appropria-
tion for every harbor included in the bill. It would, if all of
these harbors were in this combine, for it is one of the greatest
trusis in this country. If they were not, that fact could be
very easily shown to the War Department, and the improve-
ment of every harbor not under that restriction would go on
without interference.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CULLOP. May I have five minutes more?

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman's
request?

There was no objection.

Mr. CULLOP. Now, while that situation exists, certainly
the money of the Public Treasury ought not to be taken to im-
prove private property, and consequently a showing should be
made to the War Department by such a limitation as I have
suggested being incorporated in the bill, that this or that pax-
ticular harbor was not thus controlled, and the improvement

would go on. That showing could be made, T say, and it wonld
not withhold a single cent of the appropriation for the harbow
that was free. But where the harbor and the Ianding facilities,
the wharfage facilities, the dockage facilities, are abselutely
controlled, as they are in a number of instances in the most im-
portant points of commerce in this country, some limitation
ought to be made by which they would surrender this monopoly,
which ig unjust to the American people.

At this time it is a barrier against commerce and a detriment
to the trade of this country. There are places now that the
Government is appropriating money to improve where n vessel
not controlled by one of these numerous corporations can not
land or load or unload a single pound of freight.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Could the gentleman state just what har-
bor is in his mind now?

Mr. CULLOP. I have in mind the harbor at Baltimore, and
in part the harbor at Philadelphia, and in a large measure the
harbor at New York; a number of them.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, I have heard testimony before my com-
mittee to the effect that no vessel not controlled or operated by
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. has any place in the city of Bal-
timore where it could load or unload, because the Pennsylvania
Railroad Co. controlled the frontage and the dockage, and there-
fore had possession of the trade and the commerce coming
from the high seas info that port. It was within the control of
:.Eut one company todominate the use of the docks and wharves

ere.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CULLOP., Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman contend that dockage
along public waterways ought not to be owned by private indi-
viduals?

Mr. CULLOP. They ought not to be owned and controlled
s0 as to shut out commerce. A rental may be proper, but as
long as they are owned and controlled in the interests of some
single shipping line that is an absolute detriment to the com-
merce of the country and a hardship upon the people.

AMr. MADDEN. Suppose, for example, the gentleman owned
25 ships, and these ships were sailing into the various ports,
does the gentleman contend it would not be altogether proper
for him to own his own docks into which these ships conld
come, and that these ships owned by him should have exclusive
right fo come into the docks owned by him?

Mr. CULLOP. As a selfish proposition I might claim it, but
as a publie proposition I have no right to claim it, and I or any
other person ought not to be permitted to do so. ]

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman contend, then, that the
municipalities within which the harbors exist should buy all
the property used for dockage purposes?

Mr. CULLOP. Not necessarily that; but the municipality in
which the docking exists ought to have municipal regulations
by which there would be a free interchange of commerce. and
that no one line or no one company should absolutely dominate
the landing, the loading, and the unloading of the commerce
that comes to that port.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman contend that if he owned
a lot, and wished to build a house on that lof, that I would have
the right to build a house on the lot and use it when I pleased?

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, that is a different proposition. No indi-
vidual owns the streams or waterways in this country. Public
policy would forbid it.

Mr. MADDEN. Nobody owns the streetfs.

Mr. CULLOP. No; and you could not build a hounse in the
street. And no man has a right to build the dockages on the
banks of either ocean or river to exclude the right or the free
exercise of the uses of the port.

Mr. MADDEN, Then I want to say o the gentleman that if
his contention were to be exercised as a fact there would be no
commerce coming into any State of the Union.

Mr. CULLOP. I beg the gentleman's pardon. There would
be more than double the tonnage the first year you turned
them over to public use coming into the ports of this country.
To-day you are turning it away from these ports by permitiing
this monopoly to exist, and the people are suffering on ac-
count of it.

The improvement of our rivers and harbors, I admit, is n
matter of vast public importance. It affects the commerce of
the entire population in the country and involves more or less
the prosperity of the whole people, but around every appropria-
tion should be strict limitations, in order that it may be ex-
pended for public benefit and not in aid of private enterprise.
Unless such restrictions are employed for the protection of the
public it will inure to the purpose of assisting private enter-
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prise. The control of the dockage facilities in our larger coast
poiuts constitutes to-day anaggravated monopoly, which harasses
commerce and unjustly burdens the producing and consuming
public. Private enterprise owning and controlling these facil-
ities have employed them to create and serve monopoly, and
thereby restrict the commerce of our country instead of enlarg-
ing it. By it traffic on our waterways is restricted and high
rates maintained, which affect injuriously every department of
business and retard the development of our resources. Our
natural highways should remain free and open to the publie,
and every attempt to monopolize them should be resented, it
matters not under whatever guise it may be presented. Relieve
these from the control which now dominate them and open them
up to the public, that the commerce of the country may enjoy
their nnobstructed use and the people have the benefit there-
from and a prosperous condition will result.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sge, 4. That all reports on examinations and surveys authorized by
law shall be reviewed by the Bonrd of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors
as provided for in section & of the river and harbor acmpravod June
13, 1902, and all specinl reports ordered by Congress s , in the dis-
cretion of the Chief of Engineers, be reviewed in like manner by said
board; and the said board shall also, on est by resolution of the
Committer on Commerce of the Senate or Committee on Rivers
and Harbors of the Honse of Representatives, submitted to the Chief
of Engineers, examine and review the report of any examination or
suryey made pursusnt to any act or resolution of Congress, and rt
thereon throngh the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, who shall
submit his conclusions thereon as in o cases : Provided, That in no
ease shall the board, in its report thus ealled for by committee resolu-
tion, extend the scope of the project contemplated in the o al report
upon which Its examination and review has been request or in the

rovision of law nuthnrlz]ng the otlﬁlnnl examination or survey:
F‘rovmad further, That said board shall consist of seven members, a
majority of whom shall be of rank not less than leutenant colonel.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman——

My, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order upon
the last proviso.

AMr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I call atten-
tion to the fact that the word “be” is omitted before the word
“ submitted,” on line 5, page 55.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. What page?

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Page 55, line 5. It reads:

And the said board shall also, on request by resolution of the Com-
mittee on Commeree of the Senate or the Committec on Rivers and
Harbors of the House of Representiatives, submitted—

Tt should read “be submitted,” as the Clerk read. Is the
word “be” to be in there?

Mr. SPARKMAN. I think the word “be” should be in there,
but it was accidentally omitted.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I merely submit it to the
commiftee. I do not know whether it ought to be in there
or not. <

AMr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order upon
the last proviso, section 4. May I ask the gentleman, as I un-
derstand the law now, this board must consist of not Iess than
five or more than nine, leaving it to the Chief Engineer to de-
termine how many of the members shall be on the board, and
as o matter of fact the board does not vary. This provision
provides seven, the majority of whom shall not be of less rank
than lieutenant colonel. How many lientenant colonels are
there in the Engineer Corps?

AMr. SPARKMAN., They have nine division engineers, and I
think they are of the grade of lieutenant colonels or colonels.

Mr. MANN., How many of this board now are lientenant
colonels?

AMr. SPARKMAN.
colonels—maybe three.

Alr. MANN. It looks to me, unless the committee is fully in-
formed on the subject, that they are likely to be embarrassed.

Mr. BURGESS, The report of the majority of them was in
the last bill.

Mr, HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. My understanding is there
are six altogether on the commission, four of whom are lieu-
tenant colonels,

Mr. MANN. Does it require the majority of them shall be
lieutenant colonels?

Mr, SPARKMAN. That is what I am basing my judgment
on, because the last law provides that the majority of them
shall be of not less rank than lieutenant colonel.

Mr. MANN. That is the law passed at last session?

Mr. BURGES. The law of 1912 reads:

And provided further, That the majority of sald board shall be of
rauk not less than lientenant colonel,

Mr. MANN. Iow does that work? It has not worked well

I think there are only two -lieutennnt

8o far.
AMr. SPARKMAN. TIn what respect has it worked badly?
Mr. MANN. If it has worked well, why do-you want to

change it?

Mr. BURGESS. We do not want to change it.
Mr. MAXNN. ‘Ol, yes.

Mr. BURGESS. The language Is just the same.

Mr. MANN. You change this feature of the law, which I as-
sume ig an evidenee that it has not worked well,

Mr. SPARKMAN, No.

Mr. MANN. If it has worked well, then I shall insist on the
point of order against changing it.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. The reason is not that it
has not worked well, but that it might work ill in the futuore,
because it might be possible to increase the board to nine on
one particular project. For instance, where six were unable
to agree, it might be pessible to increase the number to nine,
and thereby get a verdict.

Mr. MTANN. On the other hand, it seems to me that there
may be some project, not of great importance, which may prop-
erly be submifted to 5 members, and there might be some
other project, like the intercoastal proposition or the Chicago-
Gulf proposition, or something of that sort, where they would
want the opinion not only of 9, but perhaps of 19.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman can under-
stand, of course, how very severe criticism could be made npen
the board of engineers where a project was reported unfavorably
by nine, and the board was immediately reduced in number to
five, six, or seven. I know the gentleman can draw upon his
imagination and see certain gentlemen arising here and claiming
that the board had been stacked against a particular project.

Mr, MANN. I think I have guite a vivid imagination at times,
but that goes beyond my imagination; not beyond my imagining
somebody criticizing it, because during this debate I have heard
gentlemen severely criticize the Engineer Corps, although I am
sure that it was rather in a facetious than a serious manner,
for I think no one who is familiar with that corps really
criticizes their judgment or their honesty.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I agree to that absolutely.
Nobody familiar with the corps would criticize them.

Mr. MANN. I have some doubt about this paragraph, but I
withdraw the point of order. I question the desirability of it.

The OHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

8rc. B, That section 5 of the river and harbor act approved July 25
1912, be, and the game is hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read

as follows:

“8ec. 5. That the Becretary of War is anthorized and directed to
have prepared and transmitted to Congress at the earliest practicable
date a compilation of preliminary examinations, surveys, and appropria-
tions for works of river and harbor improvement similar in general
form and sobject matter to that which was Drerfa.md in accordance
with the get of June 13, 1002, and printed in House Document No.
421, Fifty-seventh Congress, second session: Provided, That the report
to be pmgnred in accordance with this provislon shall be a revised edi-
tion of the report ?rinted in the doenment above mentioned, extended
to the end of the Sixty-second Congress.”

Mr, MANN. Is not the chairman of the committee willing to
move to strike out the words ‘“and reenacted,” in line 20,
page 557

Mr, SPARKMAN. Yes:; I move that the words “and re-
enacted,” in line 20, page 55, be stricken out.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 55, line 20, amend by striking out the words “and reenacted.”

The amendment was agreed to. \

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 0. That the first gara%ceapb of sectlon 6 of the river and harbor
act approved July 25, 1912, be, and the same is hereby, amended and
reenacted so as to read as follows:

“gpe, 6. That there shall be printed 3,000 copies of a revised edi-
tion of the laws of the Unlted Btates relating to the improvement of
rivers and harbors Eusseﬂ between and including A 1, 1790, and
the close of the gession of the Sixty-second Congress, of which
600 coples shall be for the vse of the Senate, 1,400 coples for the use of
the House, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War Department. Said
%‘gmpllation ghall be printed under the direction of the Becretary of

ar.”

Mr. SPARKMAN. I move to strike out the words “and re-
enacted " in line 13, page 56.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Florida offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 56, in line 13, strike out the words “and reenacted.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

8rc, 11. That the President of the United States is hereby author-
ized to designate any officer of the Corps of Engineers, United States
Army, whose as&i%ment of duty relates to harbor work in, or in_the
neighborhood of, New York Harbor, to act as a member of the New

ersey nnd New York Jolnt Harbor Line Commission, constituted by
authority of the la of the Btates of New Jersey and New
York : Provided, That no expense shall be incurred by the United States

by reason of such degignation, except the usual and necessary {ravel
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expenses of the officer so designated between his station and the place
of meeting of the commission: And provided further, That the officer
80 designated shall perform his duties as member of the commission
without Interfercence with his regular duties, and that he shall receive
no additional compensation from any source on account of his service
on snch commission except such reimbursement of his expenses for
n§her til;in‘el with the commission as may be provided by the States
nioresaid.

Mr. MANN.
that section.

Mr. FOWLER.
ment.

Mr. MANN. Does my colleague’s amendment relate to this
section or is it a separate paragraph?

Mr. FOWLER. It is a separate paragraph.

Mr. MANN. That is what I supposed. I reserve a point of
order on the section read.

Mr, Chairman, legislation is a very peculiar thing. I waited
until this section had been read. No one offered to sirike it
out; no one offered to amend it. It contains this provision with
reference to the President being authorized to designate an
officer of the Engineer Corps in relation to the New York Joint
Harbor Lines Commission :

That the officer so designated shall perform his duties as member of
the commission without interference with his regular duties, and that
he shall receive no additional compensation from any source on account
of his service on such commission except such relmbursement of his
expenses for other travel with the commission as may be provided by
the States aforesaid.

This was about to be agreed to by unanimous consent, having
passed through one of the ablest committees of this House, and
wis about to pass the House without any guestion. Only within
a week this House agreed to an amendment inserted by the
Senate in a House joint resolution on this same subject, giving
the President the same power named in this section, and this
joint resolution, which has now gone to the President for his
signature, contains this language, which was also agread to by
unanimous consent :

And the officer designated may recelve such compensation for his
services on said commission as may be provided by the States aforesaid.

One day we pass a joint resolution authorizing the President
to designate an engineer officer to serve on a joint commission
and anthorize him to receive additional compensation. That is
passed by unanimons consent. The next day we pass the same
thing and provide that he shall not receive additional compensa-
tion, and that is passed by unanimous vonsent.

Mr. DAVIDSON. The mistake was in passing the first one.

Mr. MANN. This matter has already passed both Houses
and gone to the President for his signature, and it seems to me
it would somewhat complicate matters to pass a resolution one
day stating that the authorities should be given an officer who
shall receive additional compensation and the next that he shall
not receive any additional compensation. I make the point of
order.

Mr. MONDELL.

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. Does the genfleman realize that it has
been pretty well demonsirated that it is impossible to change a
line of this bill and that Members have got discouraged?

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman will see it done now.

Mr. MONDELL. By the masterly hanfi of the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
you know how.

Mr., MANN. I am not criticizing the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors, I am only calling attention to this legislation to
show its peculiarities.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, there are many things that
go through this House that I know nothing about. I am sorry
to make the admission, but it is trne. This bill was reported
before the provision had passed to which the gentleman from
Illinois has just referred.

Mr. MANN. On the contrary, if the gentleman will pardon
me, the House joint resolution passed the House on August 19,
1912, It passed the Senate only a few days ago, and the House
within a week agreed to the Senate amendment, which con-
sisted in striking out the preamble. I will state frankly to the
gentleman from Florida that I think the provision in the bill is
better than the provision in the joint resolution.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the
provision going out.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ammdﬁ page 00, after line 13, by adding the following as a separate
ragraph :

pa lmﬁ;ovement of the Wabash HRiver and Little Wabash River, IIL,
Sﬂi{gl,ﬂlf , for the purpose of deepening and widening the channel of
said rivers.”

Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-

Will the gentleman yield?

There is no trouble when

The CHAIRMAN. TIs this a new paragraph?

Mr. FOWLER. 1t was intended to follow the section that has
gone out, but inasmuch as it has gone out I offer it as a separate
paragraph after section 10. d

Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the faet that a commission
some two years ago was appointed for the purpose of surveying
the Wabash River snd for the purpose of determining the ad-
visability of improving it on an extensive scale. I am also
aware of the fact that there was a provision in the bill during
the last session of Congress for the purpose of surveying the
Little Wabash River. The survey which was ordered two vears
ago for the Wabash has not yet been made by the engineers,
and the survey on the Little Wabash ordered during the last
session of Congress to a certain extent has been made. I have
not been able to see it, for it has been so recent.

But, Mr. Chairman, in view of the great amount of territory
which would receive the benefit from the improvements of {he
Wabash and the Little Wabash Rivers, I think that this sum
of money ought to he appropriated for fhe purpose of giving
relief. These great waterways drain half of two States. In
fact, they run through a territory which is second to nonc in
the world in productivily. It is one of the finest corn belts
that is known to man, and some of the finest corn in the world
is produced in that section of the country. Indeed, Mr. Chair-
man, there are ears of corn which grow in that belt 15 inches
Jong, and will compare favorably in size to that of any other
corn in the world. That being the case, My, Chairman, I insist
that this committee ought to give some atteution to the improve-
ment of these great waterways.

I say this, Mr. Chairman; in all earnestness. I do not know
whether my remarks will appeal to this committee with any
degree of consistency or not. I am aware that the committee
is a close corporation, and I know that it is the history of legis-
lation during my short period in Congress that it is doue by
committees and not by Congress, as a rule. These committecs
are governed largely by the reports of heads of departments,
and whatever may be done here, it must first get the brand of
approval from a department before any action will be taken by
the committee.

And once the report of a commitiee is filed, once a bill is
brought in the House by a committee, an amendment offered
to it upon the floor of the House for the purpose of getting
meritorious relief {o a worthy project is regarded as a most
rebellious deed on the part of the little fellow who comes from
a country distriet. I am aware, Myr. Chairman, of the fact that
daggers for this amendwment are held by the members of this
commitiee, that they are thick in this House, ready to stab it
to death as soon as it may be put to a vote. I know that the
itching palm of every one of the members of this committee is
not only eager to close its grasp upon the handle of the dagger,
but just as scon as the amendment is put to a vote by the Chair
up will rise as many daggers in the air as there are members of
this committee, and at the same time the fatal, deadly blow
will be struck, and what Julius Ciesar received at the hands
of Cassius and his eoconspirators will be nothing but flesh-
wonnds as compared with the bloody butchery which you have
planned for this innecent but meritorious amendment. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question iz on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illineis.

The question was taken, and the amendment was, rejected.

By unanimous consent, Mr. FowLEr was granited leave to ex-
tend his remarks in the Itecorp.

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen-
tary inguiry. Is it proper to proceed now with amendments
as offered or to revert to the matters left over?

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Chairman, it is my intention to sgubmit a
request for unanimous consent,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair takes it that it is in order to
proceed to the consideration of any independent section.

My, HAMILI. Mr. Chairman, it is always in order to ask
nanimons consent, and it is for unanimous consgent I now ask
to return to page 3, line 17 of the bill, and to present the amend-
ment which I have sent to the desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
nnanimous consent to return to the page indicated. Is there
objection?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mpr. Chairman, I object, for the reason
that I want to offer an amendment. I will reserve the right to
object and state that I want to offer an amendment at the con-
clugion of the bill. If I will not lose my rights by the House
going back to some other part of the bill, I shall not object, but
I want to offer an amendment at the conclusion of the bill.




1913. :

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2131

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks now is the time to do

that.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. Dees the gentleman object to the request
of the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. CALLAWAY. For the time being. I do net want to
lose any of my rights. I offer the amendment which I send to
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out the period after the last word of the bill, in-
gerting a colon, and add :

“Provided further, That no part of the azpropl:lxtlons in this bill shall
e nsed for any purpose whatsoever except for maintenance of exis
projects

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr, Chairman, I see from this report that
it will take only $2,222,650 to maintain all of the projects that
we now have. The Democratic Party came in preaching econ-
omy. This Congress, if it keeps on at the rate it is going, will
expend more money than any previous Congress. By adopting
this amendment we ecan cut out over $38,000,000 on this particu-
lar bill, and that will be a proof to the people of this counfry
that we mean what we say. It will be in aceordance with
zenuine statesmanship; it will be a genuine economy. There
has been no showing on this floor by anyone, not even a conten-
tion, that a dollar of the new expenditure provided in this bill
is an investment that would be worth anything to the Nation
or that could be expected to produce a return on the invest-
ment, This is not doing away with or leiting go down a single
project that we have, though we have wasted millions of
money. We ought here and now to adopt a different policy
from that we have been following under the Republican lead.
We as Democrats ought to expend the public money only when
there is a showing by the committee that the investment is such
an invesiment as a reasonable man in the conduct of his own
business would make and not slmply a pork-barrel proposition
handed out to different men in different sections of the coun-
try to get them to come in and supporf a raid on the Treasnry
which is absolutely indefensible.

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CALLAWAY. Yes.

AMr. ALLEN. Would it be the gentleman’s idea it would be
economical now to discontinue a projeet, for instance, the
improvement of a river that is to be improved, say, with 20
dams, 10 of which have been built and 10 remaining, not to pro-
vide anything for the remaining construction?

Mr. CALLAWAY. It wonld be unless there is a showing by
ihe committee or some member of the committee or somebhody
in a report or somewhere or somehow that it is a good proposi-
tion for the Government to go on and conclude. There has been
no statement or showing here of a single project that we are now
working on or beginning, It looks reasonable to me that we
ghould keep what we have, protect what we have completed,
and let it add as much to commerce as it will, but until there is
some conclusive showing that it is right and proper and eco-
nomiecal and a good investment to spend more money I wounld
not go further. I would cut this pork-barrel business out.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is en the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. HAMILI. Mr. Chairman, I now ask 10us consent
to take up the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimous consent to refurn to——

Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I would like to hear some explanation of what the gentle-
man’s amendment proposed to d

The CHAIRMAN. The Olerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 17, on page 5, insert as a new paragraph the followh:.g

“ Improvement of the Hudson (North) River channels of the harbor
of New York, N. Y., in accordance with the report submitted in House
Docnment No. T10, Bixty-sccond Congress, second sesslon, ;200000;
Provided, That the Secretary of War may enter Into a contract or eon-
e Eis proiat o b Tai FOF o8 sUDteDLtALions My TrOR é%.a“’"’%‘e“
lt:e made g} law not to exceed in the a te §T.83%0,000, exclusive of
the amounts herein and heretofore appropr

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. HAMILIL., Will the gentleman withheld his objection
until I can explain the amendment?

b?[r. EDWARDS. It will be useless to do so. I will finally
object.

The CHATRMAN. Objection is made.

Mr. EDWARDS. I will reserve the right to object if the
chairman [Mr, SparkyMAX] wishes it.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the right to
object, or does he object now?

Mr. EDWARDS. I reserve the right to object temporarily.

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Chairman, I do hope this amendment will
carry, because it contains a very worthy legislative proposition.
The improvement which my amendment contemplates is the
dredging and deepening of the westerly side of the Hudson
River, in front of Jersey City and of Hoboken and several
munieipalities north of it. In conjunection with my colleague
from New Jersey [Mr. Kixgeap] I intreduced a bill on this sub-
Ject at the beginning of the present session.

The facts are these: This amendment contemplates an im-
provement by dredging from Cummunipaw to Fort Lee, a dis-
tance of about 11 miles, making available for several miles
shore front suitable for the erection of docks and piers to ac-
commodate the shipping now crying for accommodations at
this port. This improvement is right opposite Manhattan and
at the point where the seven great trunk lines have their termi-
nals. Freight and the commerce of the Nation can be handled
much more cheaply and readily than anywhere else in this
great port—the greatest on earth—for the reason that the
goods are on their way either to Europe or other ports of the
world; and if it is merchandise arriving, it is on its way for
distribution anywhere in the United States from ears to steam-
ships and directly from steamships to cars,

This development will have a great tendency to wipe out this
lighterage charge of 60 cents per ton on every carload of freight
coming to New York, which would benefit every agriculturist
and manufactarer whose products wonld come to or be shipped
through New York.

The benefits to be derived are continent wide,

This particular area of water front, which can be made so
much more valuable to all the people of the United States, has
never had one dollar of Government money, except away back
in 1875, when $25,000 was voted to take out a shoal in front of
Jersey City.

Geing back and looking over the appropriations of the rivers
and harbors for the last 30 years, New York (and this is a
part of New York Harbor) has never had anything like its fair
share of such moneys, especially when you take into considera-
tion its towering impeortance as a port.

Since the Government was established (see Doc. No. 382, 62d
Cong., 2d sess.)—

New York Harbor has had $6, 979, 622. 14
Boston Harbor has had 10, 402, 687, 45
Charleston Harbor has had 4, 925, 191. 67
Savannah Harbor has had 8, 443, 703. 28
St. Johns River, Fla., has had 4, 813, 003. 73
Mobile and bor has had B, 870, 652. 43
Galveston Harbor has had 9,416, 934. 72
Cleveland Harbor hns had 6, 659, 618. 81
Detroit River has had 9, 700, 283. 03
Oakland Harbor, Cal., has had 3, 476, 769. 60
S8an Iedro Harbor has had____ 2, T84, 492. 20

The port of New York collects about a million dollars a day
in duties, and so forth, which is more than all the other ports
combined. In passengers and freight to and from other ports
this holds good also, and to sum it all up it is the peerless and
incomparable port of this country, and the only way to maintain
it is to furnish the facilities that the great strides in shipping
and business demand and must have.

I do believe that on grounds of national pride, as a matter
of fact, on grounds of national interest, inasmuch as the receipts
of New York Harbor are a great asset in the Treasury of the
United States for the payment of the Nation's bills, this com-
mittee ought to adopt and this House ratify its action by in-
corporating my amendment in the bill under discussion and
granting the sum of money provided in it. [Applause.]

Mr. SPARKMAN. I ask now that the commitiee go back to
the items that have been passed.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, we will return to the
items passed and not considered. The Clerk will report the
first item, on page 9.

The Clerk read as to!lows:

Improv, Woodbury Creek, J

uif in accordance with the report sub-
mit—ted in House Document No 6

, Bixty-second Cong second ses-

Ongress,
| glon, and subject to the conditions set forth in sald document, $8,000.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, 10, llne 3, by inserting:
I’hﬂadelphﬂaggla,

Mr. MOORE of Peunsyh'ania. Mr. Chairman, the discussion
on Frankford Creek the other day leads to the belief that the
committee is willing to relent upon this proposition. The gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Huamrureys], in discussing the
matter with me on the floor on Saturday, indicated that it would
be a waste of time to ask for a survey of Frankford Creek, in
that it had already been surveyed and the merits of the propo-

.

“ Improving Frankford Creck,
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sition were understood both by the engineers and by the com-
mittee,

- Now, in view of the fact that the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. SraggMAN], chairman of the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors, has indicated in answer to certain questions that there
are many instances in which appropriations are made for the
improvement of rivers that bisect citieg, I think the time has
come fairly and squarely to ask the commitiee to make the
appropriation which the Government iiself has asked, which is
positively needful in this vieinity for the improvement of
commerce,

Mr. MONDELL. My Chairman, this bill is no more remark-
able for many of the items that it contains than it is by reason
of the fact that it does not contain items that it should contain.
1t is full of appropriations for lonesome harbors and way-back
creeks, and here is a proposition having to do with the com-
merce of the American people as a whole, which ought to be in
the bill and is not. The gentleman from New Jersey——

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, the matter now being dis-
cnssed by the gentleman is not before the House, and 1 make
the point of order that he must confine himself to the amend-
ment under consideration.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARK-
MAN] raises the point of order that the gentleman from Wyo-
ming [Mr. MoxpeLL] is not confining himself to the amendment.
The gentleman will proceed in order. i

Mr. MONDELIL. Mr. Chairman, the item which is offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], like the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Haxzirr], has to do with the commerce of the American people,
In the case of the New Jersey item It has been shown that
75,000,000 tons of commerce per annum pays a lighterage charge
of at least 3 cents a hundred, or G0 cents a ton, because we
refuse to appropriate a million or a million and a half to make
it possible to unload the commerce of the country going west
on the west bank rather than the east bank of the North or
Hudson River. Millions of tons of freight going into the Missis-
sippi River Valley and into the mountain States has for years
paid these charges; the couniry in which I live every year
pays a tribute to the lighterage business across this great river
because, forsooth, this Congress can not expend the people’s
money for the people’s business, but must expend it for the
protection of private property along rivers, for the purpose of
dredging out creeks upon which there never has been and
never will be commerce, and for the purpose of improving
alleged harbors that never have seen and never will see any
considerable commerce.

If there has ever been an item offered to an appropriation bill
of this character that ought to be adopted, it is the item offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] ; and the item
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Hawmirn] is
quite as meritorious, if not more so.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman first
if he has read the report on the item offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore].

Mr. MONDELIL. I have not read all the reports on all of
these items, but I do know a good deal about the item referred
to by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Haaarrn], which
ihe committee turned down, just as it will turn down the item
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore].

Mr. SPARKMAN. Ias the gentleman read the report?

Mr. MONDELL. They all suffer the same treatment at the
hands of the committee.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman if
le has read the report on the item of the gentleman from New
Jersey ? :

Mr.y MONDELL. I do not know that I have read the report
to which the gentleman refers.

Mr. SPARKMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey, I should
s0y.

Mr. MIONDELIL. Baut it is quite encugh for me to know——

Mr. SPARKMAN. That he offered it.

Mr. MONDELL. I do not have to read the engineers' reports
in order to know that there are hundreds of millions of tons
of freight unloaded on the east side of the Hudson River at the
harbor of New York that ought to be unloaded on the west side,
and if the chairman of this committee does not know that, there
is a fundamental proposition in regard to river and harbor
business that it would be well for him to become acquainted
with, because everybody else knows about it. We are spending

the people's money to dredge out “ Way Back Creek,” where
there is no commerce, while refusing to spend money where it
is needed for carrying the commerce of the American people.
Mr. Chairman, we are about to complete the consideration of
this bill. During the debate I have made some observations in

regard to some of these items. I desire that my position shall
not be misunderstood. I am in favor of liberal river and harbor
appropriations. I have always been of that mind, and what T
have said has been for the purpose of calling attention fo items
which discredit this great work and render it difficult to secure
appropriations for worthy objects, I am in position to be
impartial in these matters. The people whom I represent are
favorable to proper expenditures for these purposes, and yet we
have no selfish interest in any item in the bill. ;

I desire to be fair and not overcritical, and yet I feel justified
in saying that the commitiee hag failed in its duty to the House
and country in not printing its hearings and in not making a
detalled report. The measly report of 10 pages conveys but
little information, and if one wants to be informed they must
search through numerous volumes of the reports of engi-
neers, and then we would have only one side of the ques-
tion and still lack the facts which can only be secured by
reading the reports of the hearings. Is the committee afraid
or only indifferent? Is the committee so sure of the votes
secured by a system of judicious apportionment of benefits as
to feel entirely independent of the views of Members?

I am in favor, as I have said, of liberal appropriations for
rivers and harbors. Where there is commerce or commerce can
be created I am not only favorable to improvements helpful to
the general commerce of the country, but I do not object to those
projects which only serve local interest if it is clear that the
expenditure will in fact give facilities which will be utilized.
I object to expenditures which can not and will not increass
the water-borne commerce of the eountry or cheapen the cost
of transportation to the people. That there are some items of
that kind in this bill no one can deny; the only difference of
opinion is as to the number of such items.

On the Mississippi we are spending vast sums on the theory,
as stated by the gentleman from Louisiana, that the levees are
an aid to navigation. The fact is they are of little, if any,
aid, but so long as we build and maintain them on the theory
they are we shall waste most of our money., I will join in a
plan to make our expenditures on the Mississippi and Missouri
really effective, but to do it we must first frankly acknowledge
we are proposing to protect private property. My criticisms of
this bill are in the hope that a system of false pretense and
wasteful expenditure based on it may be abandoned for one of
frankness and really helpful and useful expenditure.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore].

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 58,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CULLOP, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks by having published in the Recorp
an article in the Outlook of January 25, 1913, in regard to
New York Iarbor.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s
request? Without objection, it will be so ordered. y

There was no objection.

The article is as follows:

XEW YORK HAREBOR.

Since 1767 the width of the Hudson River opposite New York Clty
has ben narrowed nearly 50 per cent. This has all n done by suc-
cessive encroachments of the pierhead line into the fairway. Every
few years an agitation wounld spring up, and the shore wonls be bullt
farther out into the river and the plerhead line advanced still farther

until now the river is only 2,795 feet wide at its narrowest point, op-
posite Castle Point, Hoboken. This has several bad effects upon navi-

gation.

First. It greatly increases the current at this point in the Hudson
River itself and thus unires higher and more expensive power in the
vessels navigating It, and It also makes navigation more difficult.

Second. Another bad effect is the crowding of traffic in tho river.
One hundred and twenty boats bhave been counted as passing this sec-
tion in a single hour in the winter season when no excursion boats are
running and when navigation in the upper Hudsgon is closed, so this prob-
ably r:})resents a fair daily average.

Third. The obsiruction caused by this narrowing of the ITudson at
New York tends to reduce the ebb and flow of the tide throughout the
length of the Hudson River, and, nccordlng to the engineers, is even
now responsible for deterioration of navigable depth in the upper and
middle Hudson.

The city of New York depends vitally upon the preservation of this
great waterway, The commerce on this river, instead of decreasing, is
rapidly Increasing in size and number of vessels. Any material ifmpair-
n}u:a of iitt will greatly tend to cripple the future commercial prosperity
o a city. ]

The co yestl.on of the water front of the city does not come from the
demands of its ocean commerce, but from the demands made upon it
by a s es t ¢ which has no business on the water front,
namely, the use of the water front as distributing terminals for the
New Jersey rallways. These railway comgﬂnles occupy, with their ter-
minals, large sections on both sides of the river. i‘heir tracks run
down to the New Jersey shore, where thelr cars are put upon floats
and carried across the river to the New York shore. There the bulk
of the frelght is Lroken and distributed Into drays on the plers them-
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selves and on West Street. This work of distribution is a work which
Adues not uced to be Performed upon the water front; the freight thus
distributed is not going abroad, but is being distributed—most of It—
in New York City. If, instead of this wasteful method, these freight
cars were either carried under the river by tunnels and then distributed
by a marginal railway into terminal buildings for distribution into
trucks, or even if they were carried across the river by floats to the
teminus of such a distributing railway, 30 or 40 per cent of our Hud-
son River Manhattan water front would be released at onec for its
true funetion of serving as a terminus for ocean-going traffic,

The problem of the New York water front therefore is, in the first
place, to restrict it as far as possible to its Proper function of serving
ocean traftie. It s a splendid water front, with deep water and an un-
surpassed faieway, provided we do not spoil it.

Thera> has been no diference of opinion on the part of any careful
etudents as (o the wisdom of ary further narrowing of the fairway
of the Hudson Ltiver. In 1837 the matter was carefully studied by a
board of engincers acting for the State of New York, who set out all
of the foregoing ohjectiong to any further narrowing of the river. At
the time of their report the river was still 500 feet wider than it is now.
This reduction has taken place under the same heedless and selfish
pressure which is now being brought to narrow it still further. It
was narrowed in 1871, in 1890, and again in 1897 under precisely the
same oy of emergency which is being raised now. On Decem! )
1003, when a similar agitation was raised, Secretary of War Root gave
notice that no further encroachment on the falrway would be per-
wiitted, and tkat any further extensions in the length of piers must be
made by digging back into the land rather than by streiching out into
the river. Three later Secretaries have taken the same ground.

Bo far as our ccean-golng traffic is concerned, the pressure for lonﬁ
plers has arisen thns far simply because it has been cheaper to buil
vut into the river than to dig back into the land. Yeople have pre-
ferred to encrpach upon the falrway rather than to spend the necessary
money to preserve it. We have reached a point where such an attitude
is no longer possible or defensible. The cit
pmﬁervuth‘m of its primacy in commerce depends upon intelligently
attacking these two features of the problem. It must insist upon a
proper distribution of its local freight, and it must insist that in future
plers the requisite length be attained in a way consonant with the pres.
ervation of the river, even il It requires more money to do it

The vice of the Salzer bill now before Congress is that, so far from
intelligently grappling with these Eroblems. it again seeks to move our
pierhead line out into the river. It is a wenk yielding to the interested
pressure of those who desire to get long piers at the smallest expense
and without reference to the insidious but gradual efect upon the city's
future, Furthermore, it is an attempt to take out of the hands of the
board of engineers a function which they are best suited to perform
and to have it done in a much less careful way by Congress. The
plerhead line is now in the hands of a board of three engineers known
a8 the harbor line board, who have been making and are at the present
time making a cavefnl study of this very question. To pass the Sulzer
bill would be to anticipate and foreclose their decision.

sSome readers may ask, How does this matter concern the people of
inland States and cities? Why trouble us about it? We have problems
enongh of our own, Let New York settle her own difficulties herself.

The answer is that foreign commerce, coastwise commerce, and trans-
continental railway shipments are matters of vital national interest.
New York has the most important harbor in the United States; it is
the atest commercial metropolis in the United States; it Is the great-
eat distributing point in the United States. If it does itz work in-
cﬂlcientllv or expensively the whole country suffers.

In this article we have pointed out defects to be avoided. In'a
later article we shall describe some definite and scientific plans of
harbor improvement.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to return to page
14 and offer an amendment.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I object, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made.

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Chairman.

The CITAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Under the order for passing over, is it not in
order to return to the pages we passed?

The CHAIRMAN. That is what we are doing now.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I understood we were re-
turning to the items that had been passed over before. We
passed this item on page 14, the page where we now are.

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. We are now on page 10.

Mr. MAXN. We have passed that over.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to return to the item on page 14, providing for the improvement
of the inland waterway from Norfolk, Va. to Beanofort Imlet,

must recognize that the

The CHAIRMAN. A motion was made fo return to items
on pages previous to the paragraph on page 14, and under the
order already made we will take them in the order as they come.
The Clerk will report the next item that was passed over.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, let me
state to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Carraway] that the
particular item that he desires to return to is the item brought
up the other day and discussed by the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Saarn]. It pertains to his district, and he dis-
cussed it very fully; and after the discussion the House adopted
it. The gentleman from North Carolina has now, under press
of important business, left the city, and is not here. I hope the
gentleman from Texas will not insist on returning to that para-
graph.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I can not. [Cries of “ Read!”

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Improving Delaware River, Pa., N. J., and Del. : Continuin,
ment and for maintenance from Allegheny Avenue, !‘hilndﬂlpg

“Read!”]

improve-
ia, to the
sea, $1,750,000; for maintenanece of improvement from Allegheny Ave-
nue, Philadelphia, to Laylor Street, Trenton, $20,000; and completing
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improvement above Laylor Street, Trenfon, in accordance with the re-
port submitted in House Document No. 839, Sixty-first Congress, second
session, and subject to the conditions recommended by the {‘rhlet of En-
gineers on page 2 of sald document, $114,000 ; in all, $1,884,000

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer. the
amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg].

« The Clerk read as follows:

On page 10, line 6, after the word “sea,” strike out “ $1,750,000" apd
insert “ $2,000,000,” and on line 14, strike out ** $1,884,000 " and insert
* $2,134,000.”

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, the purpose of
this amendment is to induce the commiitee, if possible, to fix
the appropriation for the 35-foot channel in the Delaware River
in accordance with the recommendaiions of the United States
Army engineers and in conformity with the plan which con-
templates the completion of that channel within six years. An
argument has just been made upon another item which indi-
cates that the port of New York is asking for increased facili-
iies; and it is a fact that has been brought out during the
last three or four days in the discussion of this bill that the
port of New York now has a depth of 40 feet for incoming ves-
sels; that the port of Boston has 35 feet and is asking and will
receive through this bill a survey for 40 feet for its harbor;
that Boston and Baltimore already have 35 feet, and that Nor-
folk is substantially at a 35-foot stage,

The city of Philadelphia is 100 miles up the river and bay
from the sea, 60 miles from the deep water of the bay. It is
without question the greatest revenue-producing inland river of
the United States, Last year at Philadelphia there was col-
lected $21,000,000 of revenue, in a customhouse for which no
appropriation has been made in the way of improvements for
T0 years. We have been asking that the channel of the Dela-
ware River be improved, and in 1910 the first appropriation was
wade upon a 35-foot channel project, which contemplates plac-
ing the city of Philadelphia, with its million and a half of
population, upon an equality at least with the city of Balti-
more and with the city of Boston. Iow long it will take for
us to eatch up to those two cities now, I know not. It will
take us centuries at the present rate of appropriations to eatch
up to the great metropolis of New York; and =so long as New
York keeps deepening its harbor and the volume of business
increases there, so long the monopolies in shipping will increase,
becaunse the great bottoms are now being floated upon the high
seas, putting out of business the coastwise frade and the smaller
craft, and concentrating everything in the way of commerce
and navigation at this one port.

If you gentlemen can fairly and decently ask for appropria-
tions for t?]c Mississippi and for the improvement of inland
ports, harbors, and waterways, you must excuse us if we be-
come a little insistent in asking that the projeet youn have ap-
proved be completed, so that we may at least keep in business
on the great Delaware River.

When the 35-foot channel project was adopted in June, 1910,
two and a half years ago, it was estimated that the total cost
would be $10,920,000; that the maintenance cost would be
$300,000, and that appropriations would be made with a view
to completion in six years. This was conceded to be due to
the great city of Philadelphia and the other cities along the
Delaware, producing in 1912 customs revenues in excess of
$21,000,000, and an average annual revenue of about $20,000,000
for the last 10 years, or twice in one year what is necessary
to give us a good channel for all time. In 1910 we were given
$1,500,000 to complete the 30-foot channel and commence work
on the 35-foot project, and for 1911-12, $1,300,000 to continue
the improvement up to March 4, 1913.

The work done on the 85-foot channel to the close of the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1912, as reported by the engineers, is 6
per cent of the whole project. The engineers have urged ap-
propriations “to permit a rapid prosecution of the work,” and
the Chief of Engineers in his estimate declares that—

For the year 1914 the appropriation should not be less than

2,500,000, of which approximately one-half should be in cash; but
unless continuing-contract authorization be made, the appropriation
should be not less than £2,000,000 in cash.

Of the amount estimated as a profitable expenditure in the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1914, it is proposed to apply $300,000 to main-

tenance of the existing channel, and the balance to new work of rock
removal, dredging, and dike construction.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. T ask unanimous consent that
I may have at least five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
manimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. MOORE of Tennsylvania. Now, what has the committee
reported? For the Mississippi, whose commerce nmounted in
1907 to 4,300,000 tons on the whole 2500 miles from the Lakes
tb the Gulf, as agninst 27,000,000 tons in that year upon the
60 miles of the Delaware alone—for the Mississippl, in this
bill, you have appropriated $0,185,000; for the Ohio, $5.550,000;
for the Missouri, $2.200,000; a total virtually of $17,000,000,
which, if you add the appropriations made to the ofher tribu=
taries of the Mississippi, will give that stream alone, out of the
$40,000,000 you appropriated in this bill, one-half of the total
appropriation made for this year.

This bill cuts the Delaware River appropriation from
$2,000,000, the minimum asked by the engineers as urgent, to
£1,750,000, not for one year, but for 16 months, from March 5,
1913, to June 30, 1914. On this long-term basig the annual ap-
propriation is reduced $337,000 for the extra four months, in
addition to the $40,000 that must be deducted for main-
tenance. Instead of the $2,000,000 recommended by the en-
gineers, therefore, the Delaware River for the next fiscal year
will receive but $1,013,000, a rate that will probably postpone
the completion of the 35-foot channel for at least 10 years.

In view of the committee’s fair and liberal treatment of the
other inland waterways of the country, it seems to me that
indtead of postponing this project of the Delaware, the purpose
of which is to put us upon an equality with other great ports
along the Atlantic seaboard, you should let up in this instance
and give this, the greatest business-getting, revenue-producing
river of the United States, the $2,000,000 which was the least
asked for by the Chief of Engineers in his report.

AMr. SPARKMAN., Mr, Chairman, I should be much pleased
if we conld see our way clear to accept the gentleman’s amend-
ment. I am convinced that the Delaware River, the portions
both above and below Philadelphia, is a very important artery
of commerce, and the projects for its improvement should be
completed as early as practicable; but we have done in this
bill all that the engineers have requested us to do at this time.
We are appropriating $1,750,000, which, together with what
will go in the suadry civil bill, makes the $2,000,000 that the en-
gincers recommend. If is froe that in their report they suggest,
as they have suggested in other reports, that a continuous
contract be provided for $500,000 more. But they say that if
this can not be done we should give the amount—I am not quot-
ing the exact language—which would make, with the $250,000
recommended for the sundry civil bill, $2,000,000, The language
actually used is as follows:

For the year 1014 the appropriations should not be less than $2,500,-

, of which upproxinmtclllr one-half should be in cash, but unless

in the comntinuning contranet anthorization be made, the appropriation
should be of not less than $2,000,000 in cash.

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, we appropriate in this bill $1,750,-
000. The engineers estimate £250,000 for the sundry civil bill,
which makes up the $2,000,000 in cash.

AMr. MOORE of Penusylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPARKMAN,. In a moment. So that if we should make
this additional cash appropriation we would do something the
engineers did not ask. )

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, The $250,000 was left over
from last year?

Mr, BURGESS. No; that is in the sundry ecivil bill.

Mr. MOORE of Penunsylvania, That carries the work up to
March 4.

AMr. SPARKMAN. No; that is where the gentleman is mis-
taken. The recommendation is made to cover the longer period
of time, Nineteen hundred and fourteen can only mean one of
two things. It can only mean the fiscal year ending the 30th of
June or the calendar year ending the 31st of December. We are
not contending that it does the latter. We take the shorter
period of time and are appropriating to cover the period from
the 4th of March of this year until approximately the 30th of
June next year.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The appropriation provided
for in this bill begins as of March 5, 1913,

Mr. SPAREMAN. Well, no; the 4th of March, not later.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. That would aggregate $400,-
000 for maintenance—$300,000 for the year—and then there is
another quarter.

Mr. SPARKMAN. No; not In the sense the gentleman is con-
tending. There was a newspaper statement to that effect, I be-
lieve—and I am not eriticizing the gentleman, because I know
newspapers perform great service in the world, and I do not
object to the gentleman getting into the newspapers as often as

he can.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is now touch-
ing on a delieate question. If he will confine himself to the
facts——

Mr. SPAREMAN. T am going to do that, but I wanted to
allnde to an injustice done the committee by a Philadelphia
newspaper, and I do not think it was intentional

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania, I swant to say to the gentlemian
that 1 will not diseuss matters in the Iouse one way or the
other concerning the way the gentleman from Florida or the
gentleman from Georgia or any other Member gets into print.
I want to know whether we are to be fairly treated in this com-
mercial transaction when Philadelphia presents her claims
based upon commercial merit.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Somebody was discussed a few days ago
in this connection, and I have no ebjection to being discussed
to-morrow, though I am not seeking newspaper notoriety.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman is not.

Mr. SPARKMAN, What I call the gentleman's attention to
is that I saw in the newspaper a statement that I know is an
injustice to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, because pur-
suing the same line of argument that the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania pursues, it makes almost the game statement that the
gentleman made the other day about the amounts proposed in
this Lill for the allowance, and it asserts that $400,000 of the
amount would be used for maintenance. Now, the faets are
that the engineers only recommend $300,000, and not $400,000,
for maintenance to cover the very period of time to which the
gentleman refers.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
That is my point,

Mr. SPARKMAN, Well, it is practically that, but it is what
the engineers recommend. Whether it be 24 months or § years,
it is what the engineers recommend. We have given the full
amount recommended by the engineers for maintenance and for
the improvement of the river, whether it is 4 months or 12 or
16 months.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I nccept the
gentleman’s statement, but I can not harmonize it with the
report of the engineers on page 288, in which a maximum of
§2,500,000 is asked and a minimum of $2,000,000.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Oh, that was the recommendation in case
we provided a continuing contract, but we did not provide for
that. Truoe, the report says that for fhe year 1914 the appro-
priation should be not less than $2500,000, but the engineers
confuse the word “appropriation® with the word * authoriza-
tion,” as the next line will show—

But unless continuing contract authorization be made—

The report goes on to say—
the appropriation should not be less than £2,000,000 in cash—

Which, together with the $1,750,000 appropriated in this bill
and the $250,000 to come in the sundry civil, makes the cash
appropriations without any authorizations $2,000,000. At the
bottom of the report in a note there is this statement :

Of the amount, $250,000 is for continuing contraets.

That is, of the amount of $2.000,000 recommended $250,000 is
to go into the sundry ecivil bill

Mr. Chairman, I want to say another thing for the benefit of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and of the committee, that
in doing work like we are doing in the Delaware River the
matter of maintenance does not amount to so much as in other
streams where the work has been completed, because in many
places, if not in all, the work of improving the river takes care
of the maintenance.

Mr. DONOHOE. Mr. Chailrman, T move to strike out the
last word. As has been stated by Mr. Seargaan, the full
amount that ean be profitably used, according to the informa-
tion given by the Government engineers, up until June 30, 1914,
is $2,000,000. This bill carries cash of $1,750,000, and the sun-
dry civil bill carries cash of $230,000 additional. No part of
the sundry civil appropriation of $250,000 can be used Defore
March 4 of this year. When the sundry civil bill was up last
year, and it did not carry the full amount of $700,000 that I
expected it to carry for the Delaware, I inquired as to the
reason for cutting it to $450,000, and was informed that it was
because the engineers could not use more than $450,000 before
Maich 4, 1013. That statement was later corroborated by the
engineers.

It may be inexplicable to the members of this commitiee why
my good friend from Philadelphia, Mr. Moore, has taken ocea-
sion to do what he has done to-day. The engineers say that we
are appropriating the full amount that they can use, and every-
one here knows that we can not get any more than the engineers
recommend; and yet here is a motion to inerease the nmount
for the Delaware River and another motion to put in an appro-
priation for the Frankford Creek, for which no recommendation
has been made by the engineers. Everyone knows that we can
get no appropriation until we have the approval of-the en-

That would be 16 months.

2 Ry
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gineers. The Fraukford Creek, Mr. Chairman, is in my district.
Every inch of it is there. When the cleverly juggled stories
2o to the Philadelphia newspapers they will read well at home,
They will show that my distinguished colleague endeavored to
get an appropriation for Frankford Creek which was evidently
neglected by the Member from that district of Philadelphia who
is on the inside on the committee. [Laughter.] Is there a
Member in this House who would stoop to such political methods
as these for the purpose of reflecting upon anyone else? I wish
we could get $5,000,000 for the Delaware River. The engineers
say that after this appropriation of $2,000,000 it will require
$£6,060,000 to complete the work of the 35-foot channel. If we
appropriate $2,000,000 annually, as we are doing now, it will
be completed within four years, notwithstanding the fact that
the newspapers in Philadeiphia have quoted the distinguished
exponent of waterways, Mr. Moorg, as saying it will take 10
vears to complete that job. I am very glad of this opportunity
of clearing the atmosphere to that extent. My good friend does
not expect to get any of these amendments through, but it will
make splendid reading for the people at home. [Laughter and
applause. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore].

The question was faken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania) there were—ayes 3, noes 5l.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
strike out the last word.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit-
tee do now rise.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose: and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Moox of Tennessee, Chalrman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill (H. I, 28180) making appropriations for the construction.
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution
thereon, ~

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker
signed the same:

H. J. Res. 210, Joint resolution authorizing the President to
appoint a member of the New Jersey and New York Joint Har-
bor Line Commission ;

I1. J. Res. 380. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of
permits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the ocea-
sion of the inauguration of the President elect on March 4,
1013, efe.; and

H. R. 23451. An act to pay certain employees of the Govern-
menf for injuries received while in the discharge of their duties.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and
joint resolution of the following titles:

S. 6380. An act to incorporate the American IHospital of
Paris; :

8. 26606, An act graniing an inerease of pension to William P.
Clark; and

8. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution to provide for the maintenance
of publie order and the protection of life and property in connec-
tion with the presidential inaugural ceremonies in 1913.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concur-
rent resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred
to the Committee on Prinfing:

Senate concurrent resolution 33.

Resolved by the Senate (the Housc of Represcntatives coucnrrmfn.
That there shall be printed and bound in cloth, with accompanying
maps, 4,000 coples of the report upon Panama Canal Traffic and Tolls,
prepared for the President, by Emory R. Johnson, special commissioner
on traffic and tolls; that the coples here ordered shall be printed from
lilates recently prepared for the Isthmian Canal Commission and now
n the possession of the Government Printing Office; and that of the
copies printed 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 for the use of the Com-
mittee on Interoceanic Canals of the Benate.

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER.

The SPEAKER. The newly elected Member from the State
of Arkansas, Hon. Sax M. Tavrog, presents himself with ere-
dentials which are regular. Unless there is objection, the Chair
will swear him in.

Mr, Tayror appeared at the bar of the House and took the
oith of office.

Mr. Chairman, I move to

Choked off again!

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR IIIS APPROVAL.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the I'resident of the
United States for his approval the following bill and joint reso-
lution :

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution authorizing the President to
appoint a member of the New Jersey and New York Joint Har-
bor Line Commission; and

H. R. 23451. An act to pay certain employees of the Govern-
ment for injuries received while in the discharge of their duoties.

HOUR OF MEETING.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock to-morrow.

The SPEAKER.
Chair hears none.

Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

IMMIGRATION.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr, Speaker, the Senate has disagreed to
the conference report on the immigration bill (8. 3175) and
asks for a further conference. I move that the House insist
upon its amendment and agree to a further conference.

Mr. MANN. Are the papers here?

The SPEAKER. The papers are here. The gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. BueNerr] moves that the House further insist
upon its amendment and agree fo the conference asked for by
the Senate.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following con-
ferees,

The Clerk read as follows:

AMr. BurseTrt, Mr, SAparH, and Mr. GArRDNER of Massachusetis,

DEATH OF HON. 8. C. SMITH.

Mr, NEEDHAM. Myr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to announce
to the House the death of the Hon. SYLVESTER CLARK SMITII, o
Representative from the State of California. During the life-
time of Mr. Sarrta he requested in the event of his death while
a Member of the House that there be no committee appointed to
attend his funeral. I have therefore omitted from the resolu-
tions which I have offered any reference to a committee. Mr.
Speaker, I offer the following resolutions and move their adop-
tion.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions,

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 797.

Resoleed, That the House has heard wiih
death of Hon. SBYLVESTER CLARE SMITI, a
State of California.

rofound sorrow of the
epresentative from  the

Resoleed, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resoleed, That as a further mark of respect this House do now
adjourn.

The question was taken, and the resolutions were unani-
mously agreed to.

Thereupon (at 4 o'clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed to meet to-morrow, Tuesday, January 28, 1913, at 11
o'clock a. m. !

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,

Tnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and rveferred as follows:

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, frans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of State
amending his estimate for an appropriation to investigate the
opium, morphine, and other allied drug evils (II. Doe. No.
1305) ; to the Commitiee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Postmaster General submit-
fing a deficiency estimate of an appropriation required by the
Post Office Department on account of the parcel post (IL Doc.
No. 1306) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitiing stafte-
ment of expenses incurred by officers and employees of the State
Department when traveling outside of Washington on official
business during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1012 (IH. Doc. No.
1308) ; to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart-
ment and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmifting a
list of useless papers on file in the Interior Department re-
questing that they be destroyed (H. Doc. No. 1307); to the
Joint Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive
Papers and ordered to be printed.
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REFPORTS OF COMMITTERES ON PUBLIC RBILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma, from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, to which was referred the resolution (H. Res. T73)
referring the bill (H. R, 27995) for the relief of Towa Tribe of
Indians in Oklahoma to the Court of Claims, reported the same
withiout amendment, accompanied by a rveport (No. 1398),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rinls were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. LAFFERTY : A bill (H, R. 28452) to amend an act
entitled “An act to amend sections 2201 and 2297 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States relating to homesteads,” approved
June 6, 1912; to the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. IR. 28453) to prevent obstructive
and injurious deposits within the harbors and adjacent navi-
gable waters of the city of Chicago, Ill., by dumping or other-
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; to the Committee
on Interstate and Poreign Commerce.

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 28454) relating to renovated-
butter inspection; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. BERGER: Resolution (H. Res, 790) requesting an
inquiry of the clothing and garment industry of New York; to
the Committee on Rules,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 28455) granting an increase
of pension to Hamilton Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 28456) for the
relief of A, J. Wright; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 28457) granting a pension
to Johannah O'Keefe; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

DBy Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 28458) for the relief of
the heirs of Frederick R. Wylly, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 28459) granting a pension to
George A. Loring: to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginin: A bill (H. R. 28460)
granting an increase.of pension to C. Milstead ; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 28461) granting
an inerease of pension to William H. Bartelet; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 28462) granting an increase
of pension to Charles W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RAUCH : A bill (H. R. 28463) granting an increase of
pension to John D. Traft; to the Comumittee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (I. R. 28464) granting an
increase of pension to David Good; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 284G3) to pay
an award in favor of the heirs of John W. West, deceased; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 28466) granting an increase
of pension to William T, Higgins; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid
en the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Twenty-
third Couneil of the Union of American-Hebrew Congregations,
Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of Senate bill
8175, for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

Also (by request), petition’ of the Italian-Swiss Colony, San
Trancisco, Cal.,, protesting against the passage of Senate bili
2175, for the resirietion of immigration; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. ANSBERRY : Petition of members of the Sigma Thi
Delta Club, the Informal Study Club, the Chautauqua Literary
and Scientific Club, and the Zetetic Club, of Leipsic, Ohio, fa-
voring the passage of the McLean bill granting Federal protec-

tion te all migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture,

Also, petition of the Natlonal Association of Railway Com-
missioners and the Public Service Commission, of Columbus,
Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation (8. 6009) for the estab-
lishment of a uniform classification of freight; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany the bill
for relief of A. J. Wright, of Willinmson County, Tenn.; to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CALDER : Petition of citizens of the United States of
America, favoring the immediate passage of legislation validat-
ing leases made to the Uncle Sam Oil Mill Co. by the Osage
national council; to the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Moisant International Aviators,
New York, favoring passage of a bill abolishing the Aerial Corps
of the Army and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of the Mayer Boot & Shoe Co., Milwaukee, Wis.,
protesting against any reduction or change in the present tariff
ginties on boots and shoes; to the Committee on Ways and

enns.

Also, petition of the Oshkosh Grass Matting Co., Oshkosh,
Wis,, favoring passage of the Weeks bill (H. R. 27567) for a 1-
cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Herbert J. Piper, Milwaukee, Wis., favoring
the adoption of the Mall site and design, as approved by the
National Commission of Fine Arts, for the memorial to Abra-
ham Lincoln; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. DICKINSON : Papers to accompany bill (IL R. 2006)
granting an increase of pension to Jessie T. Moore; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Petition of the American Group of
the Société des Architectes Diplomés par le Gouvernement
Frangais, favoring the adoption of the Mall site and design, as
approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts, for the
memorial to Abraham Lincoln; te the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of Washington Branch of the Rivers and Har-
bors Congress, favoring the passage of bill making an appro-
priation to cover the expense for analyzing the water of the
Potomac River; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr.FORNES: Petition of the J. ¥. Imbs Milling Co., St.
Louisg, Mo., relative to the present tariff on flour; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of C. P. Nelgon, Chicago, Ill., fa-
voring he pasage of the McLean bill granting Federal protection
to all migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Tuthill Spring Co., Illinois, favoring the
passage of bill (II. R. 27507) for the reduction of letter postage
rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of John H. McGee, Ironton, Ohio, favoring the
passage of House bill 1339, to increase the pension of those who
lost an arm or leg in the Civil War; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

By Mr. GARRETT : Petition of members of the Ladies’ Mis-
sionary Society of the Presbyterian Church, Greenfield, Tenn.,
favoring the passage of an antipolygamy amendmenf to the
Constitution of the United States placing polygamy under
Federal jurisdiction; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of teachers and pupils in biology and agricul-
ture in the Berry School, Mount Berry, Ga., favoring the pas-
sage of the McLean bill granting Federal protection to all mi-
gratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : Petition of the Antre Street Congrega-
tional Church, Machias, Me., favoring the passage of the Ken-
yon “red-light” injunetion bill for the cleaning up of YWash-
ington for the inauguration; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: Papers to accompany
bill for the relief of J. P. Jones; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the New Haven Chamber of Com-
merce, New Haven, Conn, expressing their confidence in the
integrity of the management of the New York, New Ilaven &
Hartford Railway Co.; to the Committee on Rules,

Also, petition of citizens of Connecticut, protesting against
the further importation of aigrettes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the congregation of the First
Presbyterian Church, York, Pa., favoring the passage of the
Kenyon “red light” injunction bill fo clean up Washington,
D. C.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

By Mr. LEVY : Petition of the Dufchess Manufactoring Co.,
Poughkeepsie, N. X,, favoring the passage of House bill 27567,
for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Ioads.

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Associafion of Friends,
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the striking out or the submitting
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to national arbitration of the passage of the Panama Canal act
granting free tolls to vessels engaged in coastwise trade of the
United States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

Also, petition of the Commission of Fine Arts, Washington,
D. C., and the American Group of the Soeciété des Architectes
Diplomés par le Gouvernement Francais, New York, favoring
the adoption of the Mall site and design, as approved by the
National Commission of Fine Arts, for the memorial to Abraham
Lincoln; to the Commifttee on the Library.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of Herbert 8. Gardner, of St
Lonis, and Christopher P. Nelson, of Chicago, Ill., favoring the
passage of the McLean bill for Federal protection of all migra-
tory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of John H. McGee, Ironton, Ohio, favoring the
passage of House bill 1339, granting an increase of pension to
veterans of the Civil War who lost an arm or leg; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MoKINNEY : Petition of the missionary society of the
Episcopal Church of Warsaw, Ill., favoring the passage of the
MeLean bill granting Federal protection to migratory birds; to
the Committee on Agriculture,

Also, petition of the Monday Study Club, of Rock Island, IlL,
protesting against the passage of legislation transferring the
ownership and control of the national forests to the States
wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MOTT : Papers to accompany a bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Francis P, O'Reilly; to the Committee on
I'ensions.

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Hannibal, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill preventing
shipment of liquors into dry territory; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Los Angeles, Cal, favoring passage of bill for increased appro-
priations for adequate aid to navigation along our coast line;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SELLS: Papers to accompany bill granting an in-
crease of pension to William T. Higgins; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Pefitions of H. 8. Gardner, St. Louis,
Mo.: C. P. Nelson, Chicago, Ill.; and the American Game Pro-
tective and Propagation Association, New York, favoring the
passage of the McLean bill for the Federal protection of all
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petitions of the American Laundry Machinery Co., Roch-
ester, N. Y.; the American Manufacturing Concern, Falconer,
N. Y.; Hogan & Son, New York; the New York Leather Belt-
ing Co., New York; and the Waterbury Felt Co., Skaneateles
Falls, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 27567, for a
1-cent postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of the Navy League of the United States, Wash-
ington, D. C., favoring the passage of House bill 1309, for the
establishment of a council of national defense; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the National Soil Fertility League, Chicago,
I1l., favoring the passage of the Smith-Lever agriculiure ex-
tension bill for the improvement of the agricultural industry;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Chamber of
Commerce of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of legis-
lation for granting a Federal charter for the Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States of America; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Tuesoay, January 28, 1913.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CurBersox and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

ELECTORS FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Garrincer) laid before
the Senate a communication from the Secrefary of State, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, an authentic copy of the certificate of
the final ascertainment of electors for President and Vice Presi-
dent appointed in the State of Wisconsin at the election held
therein on November 5, 1012, which was ordered to be filed.

IMPRISONMENTS IN THE ARMY AND NAVY (8. DOC. NO. 1039).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secrefary of War, transmitting, in re-

N - A

sponse to a resolution of the Tth instant, certain information
relative to the number of persons serving in the Army and
Navy imprisoned during the year 1912, the terms of sentence,
location and nature of places of inearceration, the nature of
offenses, ete., which, on motion of Mr. Works, was, with the
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs and ordered to be printed.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution adopted by members of
the Monday Study Club, of Rock Island, Ill., against the trans-
fer of the control of the national forests to the several States,
which was referred to the Commitiee on Forest Reservations
and the Protection of Game..

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade
of Springfield, Mass., favoring an appropriation for the im-
provement of the Connecticut River from Long Island Sound to
Holyoke, in that State, which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

AMr. WORKS presented a memorial of the Humboldt Cham-
ber of Commerce, of Eureka, Cal, remonstrating against the
repeal of the oleomargarine law, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr., NELSON presented a memorial of the congregation of
the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Good Thunder, Minm.,
and a memorial of the congregation of the Seventh-day Ad-
ventist Church of Amboy, Minn., remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of the congregations of
the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Jackson, Houghton, and
Greenville, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sun-
day as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of members of the
Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of the South Congre-
gational Church, of New Britain, Conn., praying for the pas-
sage of the so-called Kenyon red light injunetion bill, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church of Willimantic, Conn., remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation compelling the oh-
servance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution adopted by the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Corona, Cal., favoring the passage of the
so-called agricultural extension bill, which was ordered to lie
on the table,

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church of Mountain View, Cal, remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation compelling the
observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Colum-
bia, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the General Federation of
Women's Clubs, remonstrating against transferring the control
of the national foresis to the several States, which was referred
1(:4;) the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of

ame.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the ITumboldt
Chamber of Commerce, of Eureka, Cal, against the repeal of the
oleomargarine law, which were referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

PROOF OF SIGNATURES.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Commitiee on the Judi-

ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20102) relating to

proof of signatures and handwriting, reported it with an amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1162) thereon,

COURTS IN TEXAS.

Mr. CULBERSON. From the Committee on the Judiciary I
report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R.
24104) to create a new division of the western judicial district
of Texas and to provide for terms of court at Pecos, Tex., and
for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 1161) thereon.
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
bill,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration. It provides that the counties of Reeves, Ward, Mar-
tin, Reagan, Winkler, Ector, Gaines, Andrews, Upton, Midland,
Loving, Jeff Davis, and Crane shall constitute a division of the
western judicial distriet of Texas,
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